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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CORREA).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 8, 2020.

I hereby appoint the Honorable LUIS J.
CORREA to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2020, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

SUPPORTING THE NDAA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, in a
few hours, the House of Representa-
tives will be voting on the National De-
fense Authorization Act of 2021.

This bill is our Nation’s annual de-
fense policy law that the U.S. Congress
has approved every year for the last 59
years. It establishes the legal basis for
thousands of operations of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including military

pay, the startup of new technologies,
and investment in planes, ships, logis-
tics, and infrastructure at military in-
stallations at home and abroad.

This year’s bill, like the 59 bills that
preceded it, represents 11 months of bi-
partisan work at the House and Senate
Armed Services Committees, whose
members and professional staff have
worked with the entire Congress to
produce a bill that will strengthen our
security, support our servicemembers,
and boost our economy in countless
ways.

As House chair of the Seapower and
Projection Forces Subcommittee, a
body I have served on for 14 years, I
want to spend a moment on our section
of the bill which I believe is remark-
able.

The Seapower and Projection Forces
Subcommittee is vested with jurisdic-
tion of the U.S. Navy and Marine Corps
as set forth in Article I, Section 8 of
the U.S. Constitution. Those services
today are engaged in the highest oper-
ational tempo in our military.

In every part of the globe, the Indo-
Pacific, the Atlantic, and the Middle
East, our sailors and marines are in
heel-to-toe operations that are strain-
ing our fleet and manpower. Our chief
competitors, China and Russia, in
these regions have been steadily grow-
ing their naval forces in both numbers
and quality.

China’s navy grew to 355 ships and
submarines this year, versus 292 in our
fleet. Russia’s Navy continues to grow
under Putin, particularly with the new,
lethal Severodvinsk-class submarines.

With this backdrop, it was quite sur-
prising when, last February, the Trump
administration submitted a budget
with the lowest number of requested
Navy ships since 2009. As the Congres-
sional Research Service noted, the
Trump budget asked for just seven new
ships and, incredibly, cut one of the
two planned Virginia-class submarines,
a program that has successfully sus-

tained a two-per-year build rate that
began in 2007 under the Obama admin-
istration.

This baffling cut ignored all the
warnings from commanders who testi-
fied at Seapower that our declining,
aging fleet of 1980s-era submarines risk
losing the one clear tactical advantage
that we as a nation retain—mamely,
our superiority in the undersea do-
main.

This chart shows the steep decline in
the sub fleet in the 2020s, even with a 2-
per-year build rate, and the red dotted
line shows that the Trump plan wors-
ens that slide.

This cut would also disrupt the
skilled workforce that has been assem-
bled over the last decade to execute
this highly complex production. At
committee, administration witnesses,
such as Secretary Esper, gave com-
pletely unsatisfactory explanations for
this cut, leaving us in Congress with
the job to clean up their mess.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to report
that today’s bill, in fact, does reverse
this cut. Working with Ranking Mem-
ber ROB WITTMAN, Seapower led the
way in restoring the second submarine
with offsets and savings as required by
the spending cap in the 2019 bipartisan

budget law.
We worked with our colleagues on
the Defense Appropriations Sub-

committee to ensure that this $2.6 bil-
lion change will be funded in their bill.
And I want to thank retiring Chair
PETE VISCLOSKY for his strong support
of this effort, as well as HASC Chair
ADAM SMITH and Ranking Member MAC
THORNBERRY.

Having the two House defense com-
mittees united on this measure ensured
that our position would prevail in con-
ference negotiations since the Senate
did not initially vote for full restora-
tion.

Ironically, late last month, with Con-
gress deep in the process of negotiating
this agreement, the Trump administra-
tion suddenly disavowed its own budget
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and sent a letter to Congress asking us

to fully fund the second submarine it

wanted to cut just last February.

Thankfully, the House had already

acted responsibly to do just that ear-

lier this year.

Mr. Speaker, I want to salute Admi-
ral Michael Gilday, Chief of Naval Op-
erations, who foot-stomped the second
submarine as the Navy’s top unfunded
priority this year and also wrote a
powerful support letter to Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
that support letter.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY,
CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS,
Washington, DC, November 13, 2020.

Hon. JOE COURTNEY,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Seapower and Pro-
jection Forces, Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to follow
up on our phone call of November 12, 2020. As
I detailed in the Navy’s February 19, 2020 Un-
funded Priorities List, the second Virginia
Class Submarine in Fiscal Year (FY) 2021 re-
mains my top unfunded priority. The FY 2021
shipbuilding budget reflected a balance be-
tween requirements, capability, afford-
ability, and the need to sustain the indus-
trial base while maintaining a reasonable de-
gree of risk.

Increased funding to enable the Navy to
procure a second Virginia Class Submarine
in FY 2021, the 10th under the current con-
tract of the Block V submarine build is crit-
ical for a number of important reasons: it
supports stability within the industrial base
and the workload ramp up for COLUMBIA
Class construction and helps mitigate the
SSN trough in the late 2020s. Additionally,
recent DoD studies highlighted the need to
increase the number of submarines to
counter the threat.

The Navy supports the President’s FY 2021
budget request and will consider the poten-
tial for restoring the submarine in future
budget submissions, ensuring the proper bal-
ance of resources between investing in to-
morrow’s fleet and sustaining today’s fleet.
However, if Congress has the opportunity to
add one ship to the FY 2021 budget, my rec-
ommendation would be an attack submarine.
Thank you for your continued support for
the United States Navy and its submarine
force. Please let me know if I can be of fur-
ther assistance.

Sincerely,
M.M. GILDAY,
Admiral, U.S. Navy.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, the
U.S. Navy League and the AFL-CIO
metal trades unions, whose members
do such amazing work at our Nation’s
shipyards, also provided critical advo-
cacy throughout this fight.

Seapower’s professional staff Phil
MacNaughton, Dave Sienicki, Kelly
Goggin, and Navy fellow Lieutenant
Commander Cam Massey rose to the
challenge and did the hard work to
make this plus-up fit within the overall
bill.

In my 14 years on Seapower, this act
of bipartisan congressional independ-
ence and leadership to pass a ship-
building plan that faithfully addresses
our Navy’s needs stands out as its fin-
est hour.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the NDAA today.
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EN MASSE VOTING BY MAIL IS
ILLEGAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, this is my fifth speech in a series on
voter fraud, election theft, and the
Presidential election.

For emphasis, Congress is the judge,
jury, and final arbiter of the 2020 Presi-
dential election contest. Further,
America’s election system is plagued
by systemic flaws that promote voter
fraud and election theft.

Joe Biden exploited one such flaw
when he brazenly promised more than
10 million illegal aliens that he will
give them amnesty and citizenship if
they help elect Joe Biden President.

The Constitution’s Election Clause,
Article I, Section 4, is very clear. Con-
gress has absolute authority over the
“times, places, and manner of holding
elections” for Federal offices.

Pursuant to the Election Clause, and
title 2, United States Code, section 7,
Congress set November 3 as the 2020
‘“‘day for the election.”

For emphasis, Congress set a ‘‘day
for the election” on which citizens
vote. Congress did not set an election
week, an election month, or an election
season during which citizens can cast
votes. Also, pursuant to the Election
Clause, Congress created limited excep-
tions to its ‘‘vote within a 24-hour win-
dow” mandate, to wit:

Alternative voting means for persons
with disabilities;

Overseas persons may vote by absen-
tee ballot;

Persons to be absent from their vot-
ing location or State on election day
may vote by absentee ballot.

Any voting schemes that allow vot-
ing outside of congressionally man-
dated times and means are illegal
under the Constitution and Federal
statute.

Congress’ reasons for limiting voting
to one 24-hour period are described by
the 2005 bipartisan Commission on Fed-
eral Election Reform, co-chaired by
Democrat President Jimmy Carter and
former Republican White House Chief
of Staff and Secretary of State James
Baker. They strongly cautioned
against overly broad absentee ballot
and vote-by-mail schemes because they
“increase the risk of fraud.”

The bipartisan commission found
that absentee voting has been one of
the major sources of fraud in American
elections and that vote by mail ‘‘is vul-
nerable to abuse in several ways: Blank
ballots mailed to the wrong address or
to large residential buildings might get
intercepted. Citizens who vote at home,
at nursing homes, at the workplace, or
in church are more susceptible to pres-
sure, overt and subtle, or to intimida-
tion. Vote-buying schemes are far more
difficult to detect when citizens vote
by mail.”

Mr. Speaker, Congress passed laws to
prevent voter fraud and election theft
by establishing, with minor exceptions,
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a 24-hour window in which to vote. In
contrast, socialist Democrats use bu-
reaucratic allies or engaged in rigged
lawsuits involving conspiratorial par-
ties and inattentive judges to obtain
sham settlement agreements that bla-
tantly violate the Constitution and
Federal law to promote voter fraud and
election theft with the singular goal of
stealing the United States Presidency.

In particular, all en masse vote-by-
mail schemes promote voter fraud and
election theft and are illegal because
they violate Congress’ election proce-
dures and 24-hour voting mandate.

As such, all votes cast pursuant to
these vote-by-mail schemes are illegal,
void, and should not be counted.

Mr. Speaker, the evidence is over-
whelming, compelling, and irrefutable.
If only lawful votes cast by eligible
American citizens are counted, Presi-
dent Trump won the electoral college
and a second term as President. Con-
gress can either support illegal voting,
voter fraud, and election theft or not.

Because I believe in the rule of law
and our Republic, it is my duty as a
Member of Congress to, on January 6,
object to and vote to reject the elec-
toral college submissions of all States
whose election systems are so badly
flawed as to render their vote submis-
sions unreliable, untrustworthy, and
unworthy of acceptance.

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what I
intend to do.

RECOGNIZING ACCOMPLISHMENTS
OF BRIAN JOHNSON, FOUNDER
OF WARRIORNOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. CROW) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor today to recognize the accom-
plishments of Mr. Brian Johnson of Au-
rora, Colorado, founder of the nonprofit
organization, WarriorNOW. Brian is an
Army veteran who served in Iraq and
personally grappled with suicide after
leaving the service.

He founded the nonprofit organiza-
tion, WarriorNOW, to help veterans get
through the same struggles that he
faced after coming home. His approach
to combating veteran suicide is to con-
nect at-risk veterans with peer men-
tors. Brian has developed a mentor cer-
tification program to ensure that every
veteran receives quality mentorship
and to ensure that the mentors are sup-
ported as well.

In the wake of COVID-19, Brian saw
how the pandemic led to worsening
PTSD anxiety, depression, and sub-
stance abuse throughout the entire
veteran community. As a result, he
created Daniel’s Room, a virtual night-
ly check-in that began with Daniel, a
veteran who Brian was working with
who was struggling with substance
abuse.

Thus far, WarriorNOW has served
over 800 veterans in Daniel’s Room.

I would like to thank Brian Johnson
and his organization, WarriorNOW, for
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their tireless support of Colorado’s vet-
erans.
HONORING THE LIFE OF MIKAELA LAKIN

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Mikaela Lakin, an Aurora
Police Department officer who lost her
life in an off-duty motorcycle accident
on September 18, 2020.

Mikaela was a dedicated officer with
the Aurora Police Department when
she died at the age of 24. A proud Colo-
radan, Mikaela loved all the outdoor
activities our State has to offer, in-
cluding camping, hiking, and
snowboarding.

She will be deeply missed by her
mother, Stephanie Renken; her broth-
er, Alexander Lakin; her father, Mi-
chael Lakin; her grandparents, Connie
and Steve Ostroha; and her beloved
dog, Quentin.

She impacted the lives of so many
with her outgoing and welcoming spirit
and positive outlook. Officer Lakin
should be remembered for her commit-
ment to those in need and for the un-
wavering support she provided to her
friends, family, and community.

May she rest in peace.

HONORING NATURAL HELPERS

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor today to recognize the accom-
plishments of the Aurora Natural Help-
ers program and its steadfast commit-
ment to the community.

Aurora is an increasingly inter-
national and diverse city in Colorado’s
Sixth District. With the creation of the
Office of International and Immigrant
Affairs and the launching of the second
phase of their Immigrant Integration
Plan, Aurora is quickly becoming a na-
tional leader in the field of immigrant
integration.

Launched by the city of Aurora in
collaboration with local nonprofits in
2016, the Aurora Natural Helpers pro-
gram trains leaders from immigrant
refugee communities so they can help
integrate their community members.

Trained Natural Helpers are equipped
to provide information and resources
to newly arriving immigrants and refu-
gees on topics including city services
and private assistance.

With the support of local partner or-
ganizations, more than 150 people from
25 countries have been trained, and
crucial immigrant and refugee leader-
ship has been fostered and empowered.

I would like to thank all of those in-
volved in the Aurora Natural Helpers
program for their dedication to our
community. Their hard work con-
necting communities in Aurora to cru-
cial resources not only ensures that
immigrants and refugees in the Sixth
District have the opportunity to thrive
but that their leadership also comes
from within.

O 1015

RECOGNIZING TRI-COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor today to recognize the Tri-Coun-
ty Health Department as a recipient of
the National Association of County and
City Health Officials 2020 Model Prac-
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tice Award. The Tri-County Health De-
partment serves the three counties in
my district: Adams, Arapahoe, and
Douglas.

As we work to address the COVID-19
crisis, this recognition is a reminder of
the many ongoing public health initia-
tives led by our city and county health
departments, achievements they make
despite challenging and adverse condi-
tions. This award recognizes programs
demonstrating excellence in response
to a critical local public health need.

As part of this year’s public health
award series, Tri-County Health De-
partment received one Model Practice
Award and two Promising Practice
Awards. The Model Practice Award was
awarded to Tri-County’s project on
partnering with local businesses on
workplace health and well-being.

I would like to thank the profes-
sionals of Tri-County Health Depart-
ment for their many contributions to
public health. Both before and during
the pandemic, their programs and serv-
ices have been instrumental in pro-
tecting the public health and well-
being of our community.

————
PENNSYLVANIA’S DRUG CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to address a pub-
lic health crisis that is taking a tan-
gible toll on every facet of our society.

In Pennsylvania, drug abuse and ad-
diction are not abstract concerns. The
drug crisis is a reality that plays out
across our community every single
day. Sadly, Pennsylvanians are not
alone. Each day, more than 130 Ameri-
cans die from an overdose.

As a nation, we cannot allow illicit
drugs to continue tearing apart fami-
lies, destroying our workforce, and
claiming lives. From law enforcement
officials to healthcare providers to edu-
cators to community leaders and law-
makers, all of us have an individual
part to play. We must combat this cri-
sis, keep drugs off our streets, protect
families, safeguard our economy, and,
most importantly, save lives.

Ending this scourge requires a team
effort. In Congress, it has been my
privilege to work with leaders at the
Federal, State, and local levels to iden-
tify and implement commonsense solu-
tions for the drug crisis.

Mr. Speaker, today I thank my fellow
members of the freshman Bipartisan
Working Group on Addiction for their
collaboration and partnership during
the 116th Congress. Together we
worked toward our shared fight against
drug abuse and addiction. I am proud of
the legislative achievements that we
forged, and I am looking forward to
continuing this work in the upcoming
117th Congress.

In the White House, President Donald
Trump and his administration are in-
credible leaders in this fight. From day
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one, President Trump prioritized real-
istic and achievable solutions to tackle
this problem, equip those on the front
lines, and support Americans in recov-
ery.

I am grateful to President Trump’s
drug czar, White House Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy Director
James Carroll, for his steadfast com-
mitment to this issue. This fall, it was
an honor to host Director Carroll in
my district to meet directly with re-
markable leaders on the front lines of
the drug crisis. He is a true partner for
Pennsylvanians, and I am thankful for
Director Carroll’s service in this key
role.

As a nation, Americans have made
significant strides in defeating the
drug crisis, and now, today, our work
must continue.

On the China Task Force we recog-
nize that the COVID-19 pandemic is not
the only public health crisis that was
created by the Chinese Communist
Party. All too often illicit drugs origi-
nating in China end up on the streets
in Pennsylvania, spurring addiction,
harming families, and killing too many
of my patients, my friends, and my
neighbors. These drugs are trafficked
through porous borders, and even
through the U.S. Postal Service.

As a direct solution to this problem,
I have cosponsored legislation to hold
the Chinese Communist regime—and
any other foreign government—ac-
countable if the government fails to
stop deadly drugs from leaving their
borders, and I will continue to push
forward with commonsense legislation.

Tragically, the drug crisis has been
exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic
and aggressive mitigation tactics in
Pennsylvania and around the country.
As we Americans battle this pandemic,
we must not ignore rising rates of ad-
diction and overdoses. I continue to
call on Federal and State leaders to en-
sure that individuals and families fac-
ing addiction and those in recovery
have the resources and support that
they need, whether virtual or in per-
son.

We cannot afford inaction. The rami-
fications of the drug crisis transcend
all divides. Together—not as Repub-
licans or Democrats, but together as
Americans—we are in a shared fight to
save lives, and together we must win.

———

FAREWELL ADDRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. CISNEROS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, today I
stand here humbled and honored to
have had the opportunity to serve the
people of California’s 39th District in
the 116th Congress.

When I was 18, I wanted to serve my
country, so I joined the United States
Navy, and that is what I have done for
most of my adult life: T have served to
help both my country and others.

As a Representative of the 39th Dis-
trict, I am proud of the high level of
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engagement, accessibility, and visi-
bility I have had with my constituents.
I was able to bring back over $367 mil-
lion to the district for our schools, job
creation programs, fire departments,
resources to combat homelessness, and
COVID-19 relief.

Our district office recovered over
$550,000 for constituents through case-
work and helped 419 constituents re-
solve their Federal issues, from Social
Security to Medicare benefits to immi-
gration casework and Veterans Affairs
healthcare. We have responded to over
119,000 constituent letters and partici-
pated in over 250 community events. I
hosted 30 townhalls over the past 2
years.

At the start of this pandemic, my
team swiftly changed their operations
to respond to every concern and ques-
tion that came through, working tire-
lessly day and night to help the 39th
District get through this pandemic.
Their commitment and dedication to
public service knows no limit. We
raised the bar significantly and set the
standard of what representation should
look like for the 39th District. We de-
livered, because anything less would
have been unacceptable.

From California to Washington, D.C.,
I listened to constituents, worked
across the aisle, and turned problems
into legislative action. I voted to pro-
tect the Affordable Care Act, preserve
protections for preexisting conditions,
and lower the price of prescription drug
costs.

I also helped secure House passage of
H.R. 8, the Bipartisan Background
Checks bill, to bring us closer to end-
ing this gun violence epidemic and
keeping our communities safe. For the
first time in over 25 years, the CDC re-
ceived funding to research gun safety,
a significant step for our country.

As a Navy veteran and member of the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, I have
worked across party lines to improve
access to benefits for our veterans. We
got the blue water Navy bill passed and
signed into law to help our veterans,
like my father, who was exposed to
Agent Orange during the Vietnam war.
Just recently, my bipartisan bill to
prevent veteran suicide and substance
use problems was signed into law with-
in a larger landmark veterans’ mental
healthcare bill.

I am proud of the work I was able to
do on the Armed Services Committee
to protect our servicemembers and
their families. I am proud of the work
I have done to diversify our officer
corps, protect military children from
child abuse, and fight sexual harass-
ment and assault in our military.

In the House, we have also passed
legislation to protect our Dreamers,
lift the SALT cap, support small busi-
nesses, and strengthen voting rights,
which is what the American people
want. But the work must continue to
help those things become law.

There is so much more that needs to
be done. It has become abundantly
clear that partisan gridlock is pre-
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venting Congress and the Federal Gov-
ernment from doing its job.

What I am most proud of is when this
House came together to get things
done for the American people. We came
together to pass great bipartisan legis-
lation like the blue water Navy bill. At
the beginning of this pandemic, we
came together as a House, a Congress,
and as a government to pass legislation
that was beneficial to the American
people and businesses. That type of col-
laboration is what the American people
want to see, and it is what they should
expect.

We are still in the middle of this pan-
demic, and families, workers, and busi-
nesses are being left behind, and this
legislative body must come together
again to prevent that from happening.
In the end, we must remember and
never forget that we are here to serve
the American people.

As I conclude, I just want to take
this opportunity to say thank you. No
one ever does anything alone, so I want
to thank my wife, Jacki, and my boys,
Alexander and Christopher, for their
love and support.

I want to thank my staff in D.C. and
in the district. I can’t tell you how
many times I was told by so many peo-
ple how responsive and wonderful they
all were to work with.

From the bottom of my heart, I want
to thank the people of the 39th District
for allowing me to serve as their Rep-
resentative.

Those who know me know that I am
a big baseball fan and a big Dodger fan.
One of my favorite baseball players,
the legendary Jackie Robinson, once
said: ‘A life is not important except in
the impact it has on other lives.”

I do not know what the future holds
for me, but I can assure you this, Mr.
Speaker: I will continue to work to
have a positive impact on others’ lives
for both my community and my coun-
try.

————
POSTMASTER ROBERT BROWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY) for 5 minutes.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise in support of S. 4684, the
House version of which will be coming
to the floor today to honor former
Thermopolis, Wyoming, Postmaster
Robert Brown. We will be renaming the
U.S. Post Office 1located at 440
Arapahoe Street in Thermopolis as the
Robert L. Brown Post Office.

Bob Brown’s career with the Postal
Service spanned 44 years, including 18
years as the postmaster. Brown and his
wife, Jerry, who was Senator MIKE
ENzI’s first Sunday school teacher, are
also the parents of Senator JOHN BAR-
RASSO’s wife, Bobbi.

After graduating from Thermopolis
High School, Brown was inducted into
the Army in 1944 and served in both the
European and Pacific theaters. In 1950,
when he was in the National Guard,
Brown deployed to Korea, where he was
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a member of the 300th Armored Field
Artillery Battalion. Along with a unit
citation, he received a combat infantry
badge and the Purple Heart.

After his service, Bob returned to
Thermopolis and began working at the
post office. Decades of service to his
community, to his State, and to his
country mean that it is absolutely fit-
ting that the Thermopolis Post Office
should bear Bob’s name, and I am
proud to sponsor this legislation.

———

ACKNOWLEDGING THE BIRTHDAY
OF J. T. JOHNSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. HALL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to acknowledge the belated birthday of
my uncle, civil rights organizer J. T.
Johnson. He served in civil rights. He
was one of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.’s
lieutenants, hailed from Albany, Geor-
gia, and integrated St. Augustine
swimming pool accommodations. In
fact, he had acid poured on him in the
swimming pool.

So we are thankful for you, Uncle
J.T.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to acknowledge
the birthday today of my brother,
Colby Hall.

COVID-19

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to discuss the public health pandemic
that ravages our Nation.

As COVID-19 cases and deaths con-
tinue to rise, I believe that our country
is at an inflection point in which our
actions and ability to provide relief to
struggling Americans will define our
commitment to the American people
for generations to come.

As the Member of Congress tasked
with looking after the seat that the
late Representative John Lewis held
for over 33 years, I know that he would
want me to speak up and speak loudly
about the need for Congress to pass a
comprehensive stimulus bill in re-
sponse to this unprecedented pandemic.

Having survived COVID-19 myself
after dealing with it for over 3 weeks
this summer, I am committed to doing
everything I can to ensure that we
crush this virus and provide for the
American people.

Like John Lewis once said: ‘‘Govern-
ments and corporations do not live.
They have no power, no capacity in and
of themselves. They are given life and
derive all their authority from their
ability to assist, benefit, and transform
the lives of the people they touch.”

As the struggle mounts for the people
in Georgia’s Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict, it is clear to me that the Con-
gress of the United States must act,
and act swiftly. The latest report
shows that, by the end of this year,
without additional relief from the Fed-
eral Government, one in six Americans
will go hungry, 20 million renters could
face eviction, and small businesses,
which are already being disproportion-
ately impacted, will continue to suffer.
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I know that the late Representative
John Lewis would have taken every op-
portunity to use his voice and speak up
for those who would not have food on
their table if not for food banks. I
know that he would have taken every
opportunity to speak up for those at
risk of losing the roof over their head,
and I know that he would have taken
every opportunity to speak up for the
small and minority-owned businesses
which cannot survive without help.

Just last week, it was reported that
the Atlanta businesses that have man-
aged to remain open are only making it
by the slimmest of margins. Many of
these struggling small and minority-
owned businesses have never, even be-
fore the pandemic, had the access to
the capital they need.

They need a pivot. The loans from
the Paycheck Protection Program
would certainly help them, and addi-
tional funds for this program must be
included in any stimulus plan moving
forward.
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As the pandemic continues to impact
communities in my district and across
the country, I cannot help but urge my
new colleagues to step up and take
meaningful action. We cannot, and
must not, leave the American people to
deal with this virus alone. It is in the
spirit of the Honorable John Lewis, our
North Star and guiding light, that I
say we must not leave Congress until
we ensure that help is on the way.

Mr. Speaker, struggling Americans
deserve better.

————

CONGRATULATING MYRNA
BALLARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Ms.
Myrna Ballard on her retirement from
serving as Valdosta-Lowndes County
Chamber of Commerce president after
23 years.

Myrna has been a pillar to Valdosta
and Lowndes throughout her time serv-
ing in the chamber because of her work
in economic development, infrastruc-
ture building, and supporting pro-busi-
ness legislation. Thanks to her diligent
and consistent efforts, the chamber has
continuously received the b-star ac-
creditation by the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce.

The accreditation program defines
standards of excellence in chamber
planning and performance, and shows
chambers how they can reach and
maintain these standards. It also rec-
ognizes folks like Myrna who have
helped set high standards for chamber
members and staff to contribute to the
good of their communities.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Myrna the best
as she begins her retirement. Congratu-
lations again.

HONORING MEG HEAP

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Chatham
County District Attorney Meg Heap.
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Since she was elected DA in 2012, Meg
has fought hard to secure justice, pre-
vent crimes, and improve our commu-
nity. Her lifelong passion for working
with victims of crime and senior citi-
zens helped pave her way to law school
at Mercer University. A Savannah na-
tive, Meg’s career and time as DA was
marked by her love for Chatham Coun-
ty and its people, which is why she
worked so hard to establish the many
new programs and innovations to im-
prove the district attorney’s office.

Some of the many programs she
started include the Youth Intercept for
at-risk youth and the Pretrial Diver-
sion for youthful, non-violent first of-
fenders. Meg also helped establish the
Chatham County Family Justice Cen-
ter to assist special victims find the
services they need in just one space.

I am thankful for Meg’s many years
of hard work, as Chatham is truly a
better place because of her.

HONORING THE LIFE OF DANIEL ZEIGLER

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to remember and honor
Mr. Daniel Zeigler of Savannah, Geor-
gia, who, sadly, passed away on Decem-
ber 4 at the young age of 33.

Daniel was a graduate of the South
University School of Pharmacy and
worked as a pharmacist at Medicap
Pharmacy. One of his greatest joys was
taking care of his pharmacy patients,
and he did it with unmatched kindness
and intentionality.

Daniel loved the Lord and attended
services at Compassion Christian
Church’s Henderson Campus. Like his
father, he also had a passion for cars
and was an avid member of various or-
ganizations. Daniel was the youngest
member of the Oglethorpe Driving
Club, and cofounded the successful Cars
and Coffee, which was a group for car
lovers across Savannah.

He dedicated much of his joy and
much of his time every December to
helping out with the Toys for Tots toy
drive, which benefits kids in need.

Mr. Speaker, my prayers, Amy’s
prayers, and all of the friends at
Carter’s Pharmacy’s prayers go out to
all the lives that Daniel touched, in-
cluding his patients, his family, his
parents, Donna and Jay, his brother,
Jason, and all of his friends who were
blessed to know him.

———————

HONORING REPRESENTATIVE
COLLIN C. PETERSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. PANETTA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor our colleague and my
good friend, chairman of the Agricul-
tural Committee, COLLIN PETERSON.

Mr. Speaker, Chairman PETERSON has
served 30 years as a Member of Con-
gress; so long that there was another
Congressman PANETTA serving in this
body when COLLIN was elected back in
1990. Fortunately, over that long time
came experience and wisdom that
Chairman PETERSON was more than
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happy to use and share to help other
Members of Congress, to serve his con-
stituents in Minnesota’s 7th Congres-
sional District, and to further our Na-
tion’s agriculture. One thing that I
have learned and one thing that Chair-
man PETERSON will always tell us is
that more needs to be done for our ag-
riculture.

Mr. Speaker, now, I first met Chair-
man PETERSON as a freshman Member
on the Agriculture Committee. I will
never forget how he gathered the fresh-
men Democrats, who were all excited
not just to be a part of Congress, but
having the opportunity to formulate
the upcoming farm bill. But in his,
let’s just say, charming way, COLLIN
quickly cooled that enthusiasm when
he warned us about the potential for
issues on the nutrition title—the larg-
est section of that bill—in which he
said it could prevent us from getting a
bill.

In fact, in his straightforward way,
he actually said, “‘If they screw with
SNAP, we are not getting a farm bill.”

I have to say, as the 115th went on,
and with the positive hearings we had
on SNAP, I was incredulous as to that
warning that Chairman PETERSON had.
But that ominous warning turned into
an accurate prediction, because 2
weeks before the farm bill was dropped,
we were notified of the majority’s de-
sire to add stringent restrictions on
how one acquires SNAP benefits.

Mr. Speaker, but what I experienced
after that was something I will never
forget. The way Chairman PETERSON
not only stood firm in his beliefs about
the importance of the benefits to low-
income families and that the fraud and
error rate in those programs is among
the lowest in government, and using
the passion of Congressman DAVID
ScoTT, Chairman PETERSON got us all
to stand together in opposition.

He then worked together with chair-
man and ranking member of the Senate
Agriculture Committee to push to-
gether, push forward, put together and
pass a bipartisan 2018 farm bill.

Mr. Speaker, it is not surprising that
Chairman PETERSON was able to do so,
because during his time, he worked on
five farm bills, a bill that has 12 titles
and is complex and nuanced. So to lead
the Agriculture Committee, to lead
Congress, and to unify our members on
something so diverse, it takes leader-
ship, it takes knowledge of the farm
policy, but also an understanding and
appreciation of how the farm bill pro-
tects our food security and the people
affected by our foreign policy.

It is also a bill that demonstrates
what Chairman PETERSON stands for
and what Chairman PETERSON made
the Agriculture Committee stand for—
a platform to support farmers, ranch-
ers, and families in America. From the
row crops and dairy producers in his
rural district to the speciality crop and
organic farmers and farm workers in
my district, to the families in every
district who rely on food assistance
programs, Chairman PETERSON made
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sure that all of us in Congress have a
seat at the Agriculture Committee. 1
believe that is a big part of why the
Agriculture Committee stands out for
its bipartisanship and its commonsense
approach in protecting food security
and promoting people in agriculture.

Mr. Speaker, see, based on who he is
and where he comes from, Chairman
PETERSON understands the incredible
contributions that rural Americans
have on our way of life. We do have the
best farmers and farm workers in the
world. Rural Americans supply most of
our food, our water, and our energy.
They are the reason for our food secu-
rity and our economic diversity. We
don’t have to pay that much for food.
Therefore, we can spend on other
things in our lives and create a diverse
economy.

Mr. Speaker, rural Americans under-
stand that every American’s obligation
is to give back to this country and
community that has given us so much.
Maybe that is why 30 percent of rural
America makes up 30 percent of our
Armed Forces. But what Chairman
PETERSON warns is that, even with all
that good work in rural America, they
feel underappreciated and they feel
overwhelmed.

Chairman PETERSON sees that first-
hand with the widening divide between
rural America and urban America, a di-
vide that has led to the depletion of
jobs, of small businesses, of people, and
even communities, which ultimately
leads to a growing sense of desperation.

Don’t get me wrong, people in agri-
culture are used to dealing with the
challenges. I call them the four Ms.
They deal with Mother Nature. They
deal with the markets. They deal with
the mandates. They deal with the mi-
gration and the lack of labor. But they
are always pivoting to get over those
hurdles. It is that risk-taking attitude
that allows them not just to survive,
but to succeed.

Mr. Speaker, nowadays, there are
other forces in play in rural America,
with large corporate firms squeezing
out the family-owned farms, with chain
stores pricing out mom-and-pop stores,
with the lack of rural broadband, and
the lack of healthcare options and the
shrinking number of rural hospitals.

It is no wonder why in many parts of
rural America there is a sense of des-
peration leading to a ridiculously high
rate of suicides and leaving a vacuum
that can be filled with a vilification of
certain races, certain places, and cer-
tain political parties.

Unfortunately, this has led not just
to that type of vilification, but also to
the lack of faith and how our Congress
and government can help them.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to do what
Chairman PETERSON has always said we
should do. It is time for us to do more
for those who aren’t from rural dis-
tricts to work on focusing and con-
necting with rural districts by showing
up, by shutting up, by listening up, and
for us to put up a strategy that is not
just about doling out billions of dollars
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to farmers, but actually partnering
with them so they have sustainable
business and a sustainable way of life.

Mr. Speaker, if we do that, we will
uphold what Chairman PETERSON has
always asked us to do, and that is to
work for the people and agriculture,
and we can do that and provide faith to
people in rural America and all of
America.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF PASTOR
DAVID BAKER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to remember and honor the life
of my friend, Pastor David Baker of
Belton, Missouri.

On November 29, Pastor Baker went
to be with the Lord—a loss for us, but
a gain for Heaven.

This last August marked his 39th
yvear as senior pastor of the First Bap-
tist Church of Belton, Missouri, and 37
yvears from his founding of Heartland
Christian Schools. Through these two
ministries, more than 6,000 people ac-
cepted Christ and over 2,000 people
were baptized; truly remarkable.

Mr. Speaker, Pastor David Baker had
a tremendous impact on countless lives
and was a leader in the community. He
was respected for his knowledge as a
Bible scholar, his kind heart, his love
for others, and his willingness to share
what God’s Word says about the issues
of the day. He was not afraid to take a
stand for what is right and good, which
is refreshing in today’s world.

Most of all, Pastor David Baker was
a wonderful husband and ministry
partner to his wife, Claire, and a loving
father to his three children—Brian,
Brett, and Brooke—and to his nine
grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, Pastor Baker will be
deeply missed, but I know his legacy
will live on in the thousands of lives he
touched and influenced for eternity. I
am thankful for his friendship through
the years and I am grateful for the
positive impact he made on our com-
munity and this Nation.

HONORING THE LIFE OF RON DITZFELD

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and legacy of
Mr. Ron Ditzfeld, a beloved business
leader, philanthropist, and a true pillar
in the Sedalia community.

Ron Ditzfeld was born and raised in
Sedalia, Missouri. His parents, Jon and
Bernice, founded Ditzfeld Transfer, In-
corporated, in 1960, with two straight
trucks. In 1968, Ron Ditzfeld and his
brother, Donnie, began working for the
family business. In 1996, Ron took over
as the President of Ditzfeld Transfer,
Inc. Today, Ditzfeld Transfer, Inc., has
more than 80 employees and provides
trucking services, bus transportation,
container services across the United
States, trash pickup services, and pro-
vides warehouse and distribution serv-
ices.
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Ron also served two years in the U.S.
Army at Fort Bragg in North Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, Ron was not only a bea-
con in the business community, he also
was very active in the community serv-
ing on the board of several organiza-
tions, such as the State Fair Commu-
nity College Foundation, CHS Coopera-
tive Workshop, and Sedalia Airport.

His civic involvement includes the
State Fair Foundation, the Economic
Development Sedalia-Pettis County,
Daum Museum of Contemporary Art at
State Fair Community College, Sacred
Heart Foundation, Child Safe of Cen-
tral Missouri, Sedalia Bomber baseball,
JROTC, and local/national disaster re-
lief efforts.

Ron was dedicated to his community
and he lent a hand whenever he could.
Ron was even known to drive the
Smith-Cotton High School JROTC and
Team SCREAM robotics team to na-
tional competitions through Ditzfeld
Transfer, Inc.’s charter services.

Ron will be dearly missed by his
friends, family, and community. Please
join me in honoring Ron Ditzfeld,
whose legacy will continue to impact
countless lives for many generations to
come.

HONORING THE LIFE OF HOPE LECCI

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor and remember the life
of Hope Lecci, a dedicated reporter at
the Sedalia Democrat, who passed
away just days from writing the news
articles about the passing of commu-
nity leader, Ron Ditzfeld.

Hope began her career, not as a jour-
nalist, but as a teacher of English and
history at Smithton School District,
where she influenced countless stu-
dents and future leaders, including our
current State representative, Brad
Pollitt.

Mr. Speaker, Hope was respected and
revered by all who knew her. She was
professional, kind, and loving to those
around her, dedicated to her family and
her faith. I enjoyed getting to know
her and interacting with her as a jour-
nalist. She was always fair and dedi-
cated to ensuring every quote was ac-
curate and the topic was thoroughly
covered. I am sorry she will no longer
be covering news in the area, but I
know she is rejoicing and receiving her
heavenly reward.

Mr. Speaker, may her example in-
spire all of us to be our best in our pro-
fessions and in our interactions with
others.

———

HONORING MAYOR GEORGE
CRETEKOS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. CrRIST) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CRIST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commemorate the life’s work of a
very honorable civil servant who has
given so much to Pinellas County and
the City of Clearwater over his long,
accomplished, and selfless career.

George Cretekos has devoted his life
to public service, over 5 decades of un-
wavering commitment to his fellow
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Floridians, exemplified by deep com-
munity involvement, civility, and
practical commonsense decision-
making. George is a Republican and is
my dear friend.
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George got his start working for St.
Petersburg Congressman Bill Cramer.
Upon Mr. Cramer’s retirement, he
began an extraordinary 35-year run
with Representative Cramer’s suc-
cessor, Congressman Bill Young.
George served on his Washington, D.C.,
staff and was best known throughout
the county as Congressman Young’s
longtime district director.

In 2007, he made the jump to elected
office himself, joining the Clearwater
City Council. George served on the
council for 5 years before rising to the
mayor’s office in 2012. At city hall,
Mayor Cretekos governed Clearwater
with unfaltering professionalism, shep-
herding major initiatives such as the
$60-plus million Imagine Clearwater
downtown waterfront restoration
project. In addition to his mayoral
role, he served as the president of the
Barrier Islands Government Council
and the Pinellas County Mayors’ Coun-
cil.

Throughout his public career, he was
first to listen, quick to find com-
promise, and, foremost, committed to
the well-being of his constituents.

I have known George for many, many
years. He has always gone out of his
way to look out for ways in our com-
munity to help out, large and small. He
served on the OneBlood Tampa Bay
area board, donating over 60 gallons of
blood during his lifetime. He continues
to be a volunteer courier for the Na-
tional Bone Marrow Donor Program
and remains very involved with the
Holy Trinity Greek Orthodox Church
in Clearwater, Florida.

He was awarded numerous accolades
for his contributions, notably from the
Salvation Army as well as the Greater
Tampa Bay Area Council of the Boy
Scouts of America.

George was an elected official, but he
was never afraid to roll up his sleeves
and quietly do the hard work behind
the scenes. He has volunteered to build
homes for Habitat for Humanity. He
helped with the Clearwater Jazz Fes-
tival. He serves dinners for the needy.
He has worked 12-plus-hour shifts for
days on end as a Pinellas County poll
worker.

Mr. Speaker, please join me, once
again, in commemorating the career of
Mayor George Cretekos—my fellow
Greek, by the way—recognizing his
outstanding service and dedication to
our community.

He has served admirably, with humil-
ity. His leadership and character dis-
tinguish him as a gold standard for
public service. His good works will be
remembered for decades to come.

e —
AMERICAN INNOVATION IS IN THE
EXPRESS LANE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
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North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, American innovation is in the
express lane, and we have President
Trump and both the private and public
sectors to thank.

The progress that has been made to
date on viable vaccine candidates is as-
tonishing, and it is a promising sign for
the American people.

It is truly a testament to the grit and
resilience that resides within this
country, and we have come a long way
since the beginning of this year.

We are on the cusp of eradicating
COVID-19 once and for all, and the live-
lihoods of the American people will be
restored.

Mr. Speaker, never bet against Amer-
ican innovation. It has the power to
change the world.

PERSONAL BATTLE WITH COVID-19

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, recently, my family faced a
test that was unlike any we had faced
before: fighting COVID-19.

My husband contracted the virus and
spent 4 days in Watauga Medical Cen-
ter, where he received excellent care
from doctors and nurses. I tested posi-
tive, was totally asymptomatic, but, of
course, was quarantined and under-
stand the frustration associated with
that. Thankfully, though, I was able to
continue my work without interrup-
tion, unlike so many others.

We have always been grateful for
those in healthcare, treating others at
their own risk, but we understand the
situation they are facing better than
ever.

We are even more grateful for the
men and women fighting on the front
lines to protect the American people.
They do so not out of self-interest but
rather through a solemn commitment
to protect the sanctity of human life.

We will be forever grateful for their
countless sacrifices and will continue
to pray for their safety and for God’s
grace to continue.

To those impeccable men and women
serving, from the bottom of my heart,
thank you.

————————

DON'T TREAT BIPARTISANSHIP
LIKE A FOUR-LETTER WORD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HURD) for 56 minutes.

Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, our
Nation is full of opportunity.

How else could a young Black kid
from San Antonio, Texas, grow up to
come to Congress to represent a major-
ity Latino district and get 17 pieces of
legislation signed into law?

My mom always taught me: You are
either part of the problem or you are
part of the solution. So, I ran for Con-
gress, and over the past 6 years, I have
done everything I can to work with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
get things done.

During my tenure, I have had some
legislative lows, like being two signa-
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tures short of a successful discharge
petition which would have led to a
DACA fix being put on the President’s
desk.

We should never stop fighting for
these folks who are part of our Amer-
ican family. People like John Lewis
taught us that this kind of work may
be long, and it may be hard, but it is
righteous.

At the same time, I have had some
legislative highs:

Being the lead Republican, with my
friend JOSE SERRANO, to get the Na-
tional Museum of the American Latino
Act unanimously passed out of this
House of Representatives—after 26
years, we finally did it.

Modernizing IT procurement laws so
that the government provides better
digital-facing services and establishing
a national strategy to ensure the U.S.
stays a leader in artificial intelligence
are going to pay off for years.

I came to Congress to make our Na-
tion safer. When I was first elected,
ISIS was our biggest national security
threat. As we look at the years ahead,
the nature of the threat is distinctly
different.

The next generation-defining battle,
which has already begun, is against the
Chinese Communist Party. China is
trying to supplant the United States as
the sole superpower in this world by
2049.

Every American should care about
this struggle because we face a poten-
tial future where Mandarin and the
yuan, not English and the dollar, domi-
nate the global economy. The winner of
this generation-defining struggle will
not just affect our economy but will
shape the rest of the century for the
entire world.

Within this context of great power
competition, I urge my colleagues to
confront this national security threat
with a simple principle that I learned
from my time in the CIA: Be nice with
nice guys and tough with tough guys.

Back home, I have learned another
simple principle: Show up. I was will-
ing to show up to places others weren’t,
listen to what folks had to say, and
work across the aisle to solve prob-
lems. We were able to find solutions to
some of the most difficult problems
plaguing our constituents by empow-
ering people, not the government.

I could not have done any of this
without my staff. From day one, my
team and I held the belief that no prob-
lem was too small and that no goal was
too big. This mentality is how we
ended up helping a high-schooler who
had an idea of preventing her friends
from distracted driving, and it is how
we spent a year working on a national
strategy for artificial intelligence.

Despite these legislative successes,
the thing I will remember most is help-
ing constituents whose names folks
don’t know battle the Federal bureauc-
racy. Making a difference in the lives
of those folks is something I will cher-
ish forever.

To all of my staff over the years, es-
pecially Nancy Pack, thank you for
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your late hours, thank you for your
hard work, thank you for putting up
with me, and thank you for your dedi-
cation, not just to the folks of the 23rd
Congressional District of Texas, but to
the entire American family.

It has been a distinct privilege to
stand on this floor for the past 6 years
to debate issues and represent the peo-
ple of the 23rd Congressional District.
Thank you for putting your faith and
trust in me.

Serving as a Member of Congress has
not only taught me about this incred-
ible institution and how to legislate; it
has proven a long-held belief that way
more unites us as a country than di-
vides us.

My final message for my colleagues,
as I depart this body: Don’t treat bipar-
tisanship like a four-letter word. The
only way big things have ever been
done in this country is by doing them
together.

HONORING RETIRING SENATOR
PAT ROBERTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, this
month, after 40 years of service as a
Member of Congress, our senior Sen-
ator of Kansas will be moving his be-
longings out of his office in the Hart
Senate Office Building to a private li-
brary.

To best honor him, I would like to
share some of his original wit, some of
the quips for which he is most famous.
Number one:

Take your job seriously, but not yourself.

There are no self-made men or women in
public service. It is your family, friends, and
staff who have made you what you are.

Another couple of favorites:

You are only as good as your staff.

It isn’t the best possible bill; it is the best
bill possible.

In reference to an opponent who
sometimes disagrees with you, he sug-
gested:

Go smother them with the milk of human
kindness.

On his commitment to agriculture,
he said:

We live in a troubled and hungry world.

Food security is national security.

When asked about why we need agri-
culture programs, the Senator once
said:

You can’t eat a shoe.

On life, when asked about making a
mistake, he suggested that:

You go hunker down and take it like a
donkey in a hailstorm.

He once said:

Remember, when you roll around with
pigs, you both get dirty, but only one of you
enjoys it.

On sports, at football games, he often
said:

Throw the ball to the tight end. He was
wide open.

And, of course, as we all know, the
Senator was the unofficial tight end
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coach for the ever-optimistic and fight-
ing Kansas State Wildcats.

At a townhall, when a rabid con-
stituent gave a forceful opposing opin-
ion, he once replied:

T’'ll mark you down as undecided.

I loved when he referred to Kansas
University as that school over by
Baker.

The Senator, once a marine, was al-
ways a marine. He was often quoted
saying ‘‘take the hill”’ and ‘‘semper fi.”

But my personal favorite:

There are lots of cactuses in the world, but
you don’t have to go sit on every one.

When I first meet successful, influen-
tial people, people who I have read
about or know of, I have often asked
myself: Is there any substance to this
person? Is there character and integ-
rity? What is truly important to them?

I would like to share, as we have got-
ten to know Senator ROBERTS and his
wife, Franki, I have found that their
footprints are larger than their shad-
ows, their hearts are bigger than their
words, their love of this country, their
love of Kansas, more than any words I
can find to describe.

Personally, I cannot imagine any
memory of Senator ROBERTS without
thinking of his bride, his South Caro-
lina magnolia blossom, as he often
called her, whom he married some 51
years ago. She is absolutely his rock,
the person I always see standing beside
him with adoring eyes. While occasion-
ally she gives him a gentle nudge, ev-
eryone knows she always has his back.

Laina and I want to personally thank
Senator ROBERTS and Franki, who have
embraced us with hospitality and kind-
ness since arriving ourselves in Wash-
ington, D.C., some 4 years ago. They
have shown us what it is to be an am-
bassador for our State. From Christ-
mas gatherings at the White House to
farm bill hearings in a barn, they have
shown what servant leadership looks
like, representing our State with dig-
nity and grace.

Senator ROBERTS is the only person
in American history to have his por-
trait in both the House Agriculture
Committee and the Senate Agriculture
Committee hearing rooms.

Senator ROBERTS has had a hand in
writing eight farm bills. He has been on
a Federal congressional agriculture
committee for 40 years running. Some
of his greatest accomplishments in-
clude those eight farm bills, and I am
going to reference two of them.

The Federal Agriculture Improve-
ment and Reform Act of 1996, which he
was the primary author and chairman,
this became known as the Freedom to
Farm bill.

Chairman ROBERTS has often told the
story—I have heard this maybe once or
twice—of sitting on the tongue of the
wagon of a farmer in Dodge City, Kan-
sas, with all of his farm experts, and
his good friend, L.eon Torline said: PAT,
we all need freedom to farm.

Sure enough, this agriculture policy
gave producers the freedom to plant
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crops based on market indicators, not
Federal Government set-aside policies.

Next, I will reference the first farm
bill I participated in, the Agriculture
Improvement Act of 2018, on which he
was the primary author as chairman.
Probably most notably, this farm bill
received more votes than any farm bill
in modern history, with 87 in favor.

I would like to also mention the 2016
National Bioengineered Food Disclo-
sure Act. This Federal legislation cre-
ated standards for labeling food with
ingredients derived from bio-
technology.

Then his 2000 Agriculture Risk Pro-
tection Act reformed national crop in-
surance and led to its widespread use
today.

Finally, I will mention Senator ROB-
ERTS was always the leader in bio-agro
security legislation. As chairman of
the Senate Armed Services Sub-
committee on Emerging Threats and
Capabilities, Senator ROBERTS chaired
the first Senate hearing on the threat
to our Nation’s food supply.

I will close with this. Though Sen-
ator ROBERTS will always be known for
his wit, being an entertaining speaker,
and a great interview, his actions and
his accomplishments will always speak
louder than any of his words.

He and Franki have been tremendous
ambassadors for agriculture, for Kan-
sas, and for America. They have
climbed many mountains, and they
have planted the flag.

Senator ROBERTS, semper fi. May God
richly bless you, Franki, and your fam-
ily.

——
O 1100

HONORING GENERAL ROBERT
HINSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BACON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to retired Lieu-
tenant General Robert C. Hinson, U.S.
Air Force, the founding executive di-
rector of the National Strategic Re-
search Institute at the University of
Nebraska, who recently announced his
retirement at the end of this year.

General Hinson retires after more
than a half century of highly distin-
guished service supporting the mis-
sions of the Department of Defense,
commercial industry, and the Univer-
sity of Nebraska.

General Robert Hinson’s leadership
and dedication to the principles of free-
dom have been indispensable for Amer-
ica’s national security interest. He
began his career by enlisting in the
United States Air Force. After spend-
ing 1 year as an administrative spe-
cialist, he received a commission from
Officer Training School in 1971.

General Hinson retired after 33 years
of exemplary Active-Duty military
service. Over the course of his career,
he distinguished himself as an out-
standing military leader commanding
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many units, including the 529th Bomb
Squadron, the 99th Operations and
Maintenance Group, the 99th Tactics
and Training Wing, the 28th Bomb
Wing, the 45th Space Wing, and the
14th Air Force.

General Hinson later rose to posi-
tions of great responsibility, serving as
the vice commander of Air Force Space
Command at Peterson Air Force Base
in Colorado, and then later as a deputy
commander of the United States Stra-
tegic Command at Offutt Air Force
Base, Nebraska.

General Hinson is a command pilot
with more than 3,000 flying hours, pri-
marily flying in bomber aircraft, to in-
clude the B-52, FB-111, and the B-1.

He received many prestigious awards
and decorations during a long, selfless
military career that included 25 moves
for his family.

General Hinson continued to support
the national security of the United
States upon his retirement from the
Air Force, serving 9 years as the vice
president of government programs and
corporate lead executive at Northrop
Grumman.

Continuing to answer the call of his
country, General Hinson then became
the founding executive director for the
National Strategic Research Institute
at the University of Nebraska. With vi-
sion, tenacity, and leadership, he cre-
ated the great team that established
this Department of Defense, University
Affiliated Research Center, known as
UARC, at the University of Nebraska.
Sponsored by U.S. Strategic Command,
the National Strategic Research Insti-
tute became the first UARC supporting
a combatant command.

NSRI provides scientific-based solu-
tions across the threat spectrum and
across multiple domains. With an in-
tense mission focus, General Hinson
has been the driving force, creating a
trusted research institution which,
today, is recognized globally for deep-
ening U.S. strategic and operational
understanding of 21st century national
security challenges.

General Hinson led a team of 75 pro-
fessionals, working from offices and
laboratories across the University of
Nebraska’s campuses and near cus-
tomers in the National Capital and
Space Coast regions. During his tenure,
NSRI has collaborated with more than
350 Nebraska University researchers
and students, serving 44 customers
across DOD and the Federal Govern-
ment, while executing over $300 million
in Federal research funding.

In addition to his prolific and mili-
tary and civilian careers, General
Hinson continued contributing to his
community, serving on the board of di-
rectors for several organizations, to in-
clude the STRATCOM Consultation
Committee, the STRATCOM Strategic
Advisory Group’s Bomber Task Force
Panel, the Strategic Air Command, and
the Air and Space Museum. He also
served on the Offutt Air Force Base Ad-
visory Council and The Peter Kiewit
Institute Board of Policy Advisors.
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Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
General Hinson for being a mentor of
mine when I commanded the 55th Wing
at Offutt Air Force Base back in 2011
and 2012.

Mr. Speaker, this Nation owes a debt
of gratitude to this outstanding war-
rior who firmly believes in service be-
fore self and excellence in all he did. I
thank General Hinson for his nearly 50
years of outstanding public service and
wish him and his family all the best as
he begins the next chapter of his life.

———————

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF
CONGRESSMAN WILL HURD AND
CONGRESSWOMAN TULSI
GABBARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5
minutes.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize the incredible
service of two very special Members of
this Chamber who are retiring after
this term, WILL HURD of Texas and
TULSI GABBARD of Hawaii.

WILL HURD is a native son of San An-
tonio, Texas, and a graduate of Texas
A&M University, where he was a stu-
dent body president and graduated
with a degree in computer science and
international relations.

After graduation, WILL spent 9 years
working and serving our country for
the CIA. While primarily based here in
Washington, D.C., WILL was also sta-
tioned overseas in Afghanistan and
Pakistan and India. And while in Paki-
stan, WILL worked undercover and be-
came fluent in the native language.

In the CIA, WILL worked to keep our
national security safe, thwarting ter-
rorism across the globe, and putting
nuclear weapons proliferators out of
business. Part of his responsibilities in
Washington was to brief Members of
Congress here on the Hill on intel-
ligence and national security issues,
which undoubtedly sparked his interest
in politics.

During his time in Congress, WILL
has been a leading Member on cyberse-
curity, artificial intelligence, immigra-
tion, and tech issues. He worked in-
credibly hard to ensure that the De-
partment of Homeland Security is able
to work efficiently and effectively,
modernize our immigration system,
and speak on the need to stay ahead of
our adversaries in cybersecurity and
technology.

Also a colleague of ours, TULSI
GABBARD was born in American Samoa
and was raised in Honolulu, Hawaii. A
graduate of Hawai’i Pacific University,
TULSI was elected to the Hawaii House
of Representatives at age 21, the
youngest legislator ever elected in the
State.

A year into her service, she enlisted
in the Hawaii Army National Guard
and volunteered to deploy with her fel-
low soldiers in 2004. She went on two
tours of duty in the Middle East, first
in Iraq and later in Kuwait, and is cur-

H6915

rently serving as a major in the Army
Reserves.

In between her tours of duty, TULSI
served as a legislative aide to the late
Senator Daniel Akaka of Hawaii. Dur-
ing her time with the Senator, she
worked on issues related to energy,
Homeland Security, the environment,
and veterans. During this time, TULSI
graduated from Officer Candidate
School at the Alabama Military Acad-
emy, where she was the first woman to
finish as a distinguished honor grad-
uate.

During TULSI’s time in Congress, she
has been a fierce advocate for veterans,
servicemembers, and their families.
She has worked to make their lives
easier and to ensure that Congress
never forgets the women and men who
sacrificed for our freedoms.

Mr. Speaker, WILL and TULSI have
been two amazing Members of this in-
stitution. I served with WILL on the
Homeland Security Committee, and I
served with TULSI on the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee. This Chamber and our
Nation are better off because they
chose to serve in Congress.

Mr. Speaker, both WILL and TULSI
caucus with different parties in this
Chamber, but they share an awful lot
in common:

They are both people of class;

They are both people of honor and
dignity;

They both put their life on the line in
service of our Nation;

They both are independent thinkers;

They are both people of incredible
courage;

They are both people of intellectual
honesty;

They are both leaders whom I respect
and look up to, both before I was in
Congress and certainly now.

They are two people who served this
institution well, who made our Nation
proud, and I have no doubt that their
time serving our Nation is not at an
end.

Mr. Speaker, I thank them both for
their service, for their courage, for
their sacrifice, for being intellectual
leaders, thought leaders, being honest,
staying true to their convictions, and
putting their country ahead of their
party every single day of their lives. I
appreciate their service, Mr. Speaker.

————

SMALL BUSINESSES ARE
STRUGGLING TO SURVIVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BUDD) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on behalf of the frustrated and, frank-
ly, exhausted small business job-cre-
ators in my district and across the Na-
tion who are struggling to survive
while the Speaker continues to play
politics with people’s livelihoods.

While many States and localities
begin to make the same mistake of in-
stituting massive shutdowns, small
businesses have been left high and dry.
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Imagine pouring everything you have
emotionally and financially into an
idea; then you watch it grow and
thrive, but, through no fault of your
own, it gets ruined because your local
government shuts you down and the
Federal Government refuses to help.

The Speaker can solve this problem
today by allowing a vote to unleash
over $130 billion in already-appro-
priated leftover PPP funding.

In addition, the House should imme-
diately consider the Small Business
Expense Protection Act, which was in-
troduced by my friend and fellow North
Carolinian, GEORGE HOLDING. That bill
would clarify the confusion at the IRS
and make sure that recipients can de-
duct PPP-financed expenses on their
taxes.

Mr. Speaker, for the sake of our Na-
tion’s job creators and for the sake of
our workers, it is time that we act to
support our fellow citizens as we enter
the final stages of our battle against
this virus.

RECOGNIZING COMPUTER SCIENCE
EDUCATION WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to celebrate
Computer Science Education Week. In
2009, this opportunity for awareness
was established to highlight the many
ways computer science education bene-
fits individuals as well as entire indus-
tries.

Computer Science Education Week is
a chance for students of all ages to
learn about the importance and bene-
fits of computer science and the end-
less professional opportunities that
abound with a skills-based education.

I am co-chair of the bipartisan Career
and Technical Education Caucus, and
it has been a pleasure to work across
the aisle to support important edu-
cational programs like investments in
computer science.

Our Nation is in desperate need of
skilled workers, and career and tech-
nical education is a win-win. It can
offer rewarding professional futures for
learners of all ages, while simulta-
neously closing the Nation’s skills gap.

An industry that can particularly
benefit from a skilled workforce, and
especially those trained in computer
science, is cybersecurity.

H.R. 1592, the Cybersecurity Skills
Integration Act, is a bill I am proud to
cosponsor with my Career and Tech-
nical Education Caucus co-chair, Con-
gressman JIM LANGEVIN from Rhode Is-
land.

The Cybersecurity Skills Integration
Act seeks to develop a critical infra-
structure workforce that is well-
trained to handle cyber threats from
bad actors. H.R. 15692 authorizes $10 mil-
lion to create a competitive grant pro-
gram within the Department of Edu-
cation to incorporate cybersecurity
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education into new and existing career
and technical education programs. The
bill also requires the Department of
Education to coordinate with the De-
partment of Homeland Security to bet-
ter support cybersecurity education
programs.

COVID-19 demonstrated how much
we rely on a skilled and trained work-
force, and sadly, the personal lives and
careers of many Americans have been
uprooted as a result of the virus. Far
too many ©people lost their jobs
through no fault of their own. That is
why I was eager to be an original co-
sponsor of H.R. 7032, the Skills Re-
newal Act.

This legislation would help displaced
workers gain new skills and advance
their careers upon reentry into the
workforce. The bill would create a
$4,000 fully refundable skills training
credit to cover a wide range of career
and technical education programs.

Mr. Speaker, we need a workforce
that can meet modern technical de-
mands, and students who choose a ca-
reer in technical education are best
suited for that challenge. Through ca-
reer and technical educational pro-
grams like computer science, we can
begin to close our Nation’s skills gap
and help individuals restore the rungs
on the ladder of opportunity.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 13
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CUELLAR) at noon.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving and gracious God, we give
You thanks for giving us another day.

We ask today that You bless the
Members of the people’s House to be
the best and most faithful servants of
the people they serve.

As this second session of the 116th
Congress draws near its end, and legis-
lative business once again weighs heav-
ily on this Hill, withhold not Your spir-
it of wisdom and truth from this as-
sembly. Give each Member clarity of
thought and purity of motive, so that
they may render their service as their
best selves.

In this time of waiting, as people of
faith prepare for holy celebrations,
bless our Nation with peace and good
will. May all Americans, of whatever
faith or background, work together to
build a commonweal—something which
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can only be accomplished by Your
grace.

May all that is done this day in the
peoples’ House be for Your greater
honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 4(a) of House Resolution
967, the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings is approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

————

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF ROBERT KRESSE

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to honor the life and
legacy of Robert Kresse, a western New
York champion for those who had
none. Bob Kresse combined his
lawyerly skills for estates and historic
preservation to become a powerful
force for good in Buffalo for 70 years.

Bob Kresse knew well that his vision
went beyond the bricks and mortar of
preservation; it was the restorative
power of preservation on the hearts of
the people and the community that he
loved that mattered most.

Bob Kresse is survived by his beau-
tiful family, including his beloved wife
of 56 years, Mary Ann. Bob would often
say that Mary Ann didn’t just love him
back; she was his chief collaborator
and best friend always, especially in
those last, most difficult days.

The Niagara River Greenway, the
King Urban Life Center, the Roycroft,
and the Darwin Martin House, among
so many others, have a common
thread, and that is Bob Kresse’s un-
common vision, love, and perseverance.

—————

NATIONAL ARTIFICIAL
INTELLIGENCE STRATEGY

(Mr. HURD of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today in support of H. Res. 1250, to
create a national artificial intelligence
strategy.

For decades, American leadership in
emerging technologies has created
prosperity and security across the
world, but this leadership is no longer
guaranteed. As the Chinese Communist
Party continues to use any means pos-
sible to become the next world power
and world’s leader in AI, it is all the
more vital that the U.S. have our own
strategic plan.

For almost a year, Representative
ROBIN KELLY and I worked with policy
experts, stakeholders, and the Bipar-
tisan Policy Center to develop guide-
lines that will prepare America’s work-
force, counter our adversaries, promote
research and development, and shape
the ethics of AI based on America’s
values.

This resolution outlines specific
steps and actions the Federal Govern-
ment should take to ensure our global
leadership in this emerging tech-
nology. If we don’t take advantage of
AI, Mandarin and the yuan—not
English and the dollar—could dominate
the global economy.

Vladimir Putin once said that who-
ever masters AI will master the world.
That is why America—mot Russia and
not China—must be at the helm.

I came to Congress to make our Na-
tion safer, and I am proud one of my
last pieces of legislation before this
body will do just that.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
good friend, RoBIN KELLY, for
partnering with me on this critical ef-
fort and our staffs for making this hap-
pen. I hope all of our colleagues will
join us in supporting this resolution.

———

RECOGNIZING THE CAREER OF
MONICA RUSSO

(Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, it is with great pleasure that
I rise to recognize the remarkable ca-
reer of Monica Russo.

After decades of service, Ms. Russo is
retiring as executive vice president of
1199SEIU United Healthcare Workers
East, the largest local union in the Na-
tion, representing more than 400,000
healthcare workers in five States and
more than 25,000 healthcare workers in
Florida.

Under her leadership, 1199SEIU Flor-
ida has grown to represent more than
30,000 healthcare workers and retirees,
becoming the largest union of
healthcare workers in Florida and the
Southern United States. She also
serves as international vice president
of the SEIU and as president of SEIU
Florida State Council, where she po-
litically unites more than 55,000 active
and retired SEIU members, from bus
drivers and janitors to healthcare
workers.
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Her emphasis on multicultural lead-
ership development and grassroots,
member-driven organization building
has given a voice and power to
healthcare workers, women, immi-
grants, and the working class.

Monica Russo’s commitment to our
Nation’s working families is exem-
plary, and I am proud to call her my
sister and dear and treasured friend. I
will miss her guidance and wisdom, but
our loss is her family’s gain. I wish her
a hearty congratulations on her retire-
ment and am grateful for her invalu-
able work.

———

PROTECT THE GREAT LAKES FOR
GENERATIONS TO COME

(Mr. STEIL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of the 2020 Water Resources
Development Act.

In southeast Wisconsin, the Great
Lakes are vital to our environment,
our economy, our health, and our way
of life. Let me put it this way: If the
Great Lakes region were a country, it
would have the third largest economy
in the world.

We must pass WRDA to protect the
Great Lakes, invest in America’s water
infrastructure, and generate economic
growth.

Earlier this year, I urged the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee to include the Great Lakes
Coastal Resiliency Study and the Bran-
don Road project in WRDA. Both pro-
grams are included in today’s bill.
These programs detect vulnerabilities
along the Great Lakes shoreline and
prevent invasive species in the Great
Lakes.

Mr. Speaker, I ask Congress to pass
WRDA and support the Great Lakes for
generations to come.

———

IN HONOR OF HUMAN RIGHTS DAY,
FREE RAIF BADAWI

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, De-
cember 10 is recognized around the
world as Human Rights Day.

This year marks the 72nd anniver-
sary of the adoption of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights. In that
spirit, I am here today to call on the
Government of Saudi Arabia to release
blogger and human rights activist Raif
Badawi.

In 2014, Raif Badawi was sentenced to
1,000 lashes and 10 years in prison for
operating a website that encouraged
debate on religious and political issues
in his country.

Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman
is claiming to be a reformer intent on
modernizing Saudi Arabia. Raif
Badawi’s case plainly disproves that
claim.

Raif Badawi will soon celebrate his
37th birthday in prison, the ninth
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birthday he will have spent away from
his wife and children.

Mr. Speaker, the Saudi Government
must immediately and unconditionally
release Raif Badawi and all other Saudi
prisoners of conscience.

————

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF MARC LEE

(Mrs. LESKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Marc Lee, who was
awarded the Silver Star and Purple
Heart for his heroic actions on August
2, 2006, in Ramadi, Iraq. Today, the
House will pass my bill, H.R. 6016, to
rename a U.S. Post Office in his honor.

Marc’s mother, Debbie Lee, from Sur-
prise, Arizona, in my district, had the
following to say on this momentous oc-
casion:

“Marc Lee, the first Navy SEAL
killed in Iraq, loved deeply and was
deeply loved. He selflessly sacrificed
his life to save his teammates. Naming
this post office will keep his legacy
alive and remind us to live lives wor-
thy of their sacrifices.”

It was my honor to introduce this
legislation to remember the service
and sacrifice of Marc Lee.

NATIONAL ARTIFICIAL
INTELLIGENCE STRATEGY

(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise to celebrate passage of H.
Res. 1250, recognizing the principles
that should guide the national artifi-
cial intelligence strategy of the United
States.

In early 2018, Representative HURD,
as chair of the Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Subcommittee on Infor-
mation Technology, and myself, as the
ranking member, held the first con-
gressional hearing on artificial intel-
ligence.

This resolution is born out of those
hearings and the culmination of over a
year’s work with the Bipartisan Policy
Center, bringing together experts from
government, the private sector, and
civil society to outline priorities to en-
sure the United States remains a lead-
er in Al

AT has the potential to fundamen-
tally change our society. The U.S.
needs a national strategy now to invest
in our workforce, R&D, national secu-
rity, and oversight agencies to ensure
Al is a positive tool that will benefit
all of society.

I am particularly pleased that this
legislation was able to pass before my
friend and close IT partner for the past
6 years, Representative HURD, retires
from this body.

This Chamber has been made better
by his spirit of bipartisanship and de-
sire to protect our Nation and prepare
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it to meet the challenges of the next
century. Representative HURD’s work
will not be forgotten, and I will miss
him dearly.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF MARC LEE

(Mr. BABIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, ‘I have felt
fear at some of the things I have seen
here. I have seen amazing things and I
have seen sad things, but being in Iraq
makes me realize what a great country
we have.”

These are the words of Navy SEAL
Marc Lee in his last letter home before
making the ultimate sacrifice for our
country in Ramadi, Iraq.

My son, Leif, served with Marc on
SEAL Team 3 and was with him during
his final act of honor. By all accounts,
faith, courage, and determination were
Marc’s guiding principles. They carried
him throughout his valiant career.

Thanks to Marc and many men like
him, good continues to triumph over
evil. In their violent wake, they leave
behind humility, love, and selflessness,
reminding me of John 3:13:

Greater love hath no man than this, that a
man lay down his life for his friends.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF MARC LEE

(Ms. CHENEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, today the
House will consider H.R. 6016, desig-
nating the United States Postal Serv-
ice facility in Arizona as the Marc Lee
Memorial Post Office Building. This is
a fitting honor and tribute to Petty Of-
ficer 2nd Class Marc Alan Lee for his
heroic actions during Operation Iraqi
Freedom.

On August 2, 2006, while on patrol in
Ramadi, Marc Lee fearlessly exposed
himself to direct enemy fire in order to
protect the lives of his teammates. He
gave his life for his brothers and for
our freedom.

He was posthumously awarded the
Silver Star for his actions that day. In
the words of Jocko Willink, com-
mander of Task Unit Bruiser, Marc’s
unit in Iraq, Marc was ‘‘one of those
rare men, those true heroes, the ones
who rose above the rest of us to sym-
bolize courage and faith and selfless-
ness and love.”

As we honor Marc Lee today, let us
all recommit ourselves to cherishing
the freedom for which he died and to
living lives worthy of the sacrifice of
all our men and women who have given
their lives for our liberty.

God bless Marc and his family, and
God bless the United States of Amer-
ica.
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BIDDING FAREWELL TO SETH
KLAIMAN

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to bid farewell to a vital member
of my team and my right-hand man in
Rhode Island for the last 7 years. Seth
Klaiman joined my staff as district di-
rector and then my Rhode Island chief
of staff after working for several cycles
on my reelection campaign. The people
of Rhode Island’s Second District could
not have asked for a more dedicated
public servant.

Seth worked nonstop, and he em-
bodied the phrase ‘‘underpromise and
overdeliver.” His organizational skills
are unparalleled, and he was instru-
mental in helping me manage my most
valuable resource, my time, on behalf
of the people of Rhode Island.

Seth is leaving to serve as chief of
staff to our State Treasurer, Seth Mag-
aziner. It is a terrific opportunity for
him to continue to serve the Ocean
State. And while I am sad to see him
go, I wish him the very best of luck in
his new role.

To Seth, his wife, Ann, and their new
son, Sebastian, I offer my sincerest
thanks for your years making me look
good and all the work you have done on
behalf of the people of Rhode Island. I
often say that we are only as good as
the people around us, and I am lucky
to have had a decade spent with you.

———————

HONORING THE LIFE OF
FREDERICK “PAL’” BARGER, JR.

(Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life
of a giant in northeast Tennessee and
my friend, Frederick ‘‘Pal’’ Barger, Jr.,
who passed away recently at the age of
90.

Pal’s impact on our community was
tremendous. Pal is best known for
Pal’s Sudden Service, a drive-through
restaurant with rapid service, great
food, and affordable prices.

In 2001, Pal’s became the first res-
taurant to receive the Malcolm
Baldrige National Quality Award, the
Nation’s highest Presidential honor for
performance excellence. Pal is one of
northeast Tennessee’s best success sto-
ries.

Pal’s commitment to excellence
didn’t stop at the drive-through win-
dow. He received recognition through-
out his life for his Kkindness, gen-
erosity, and unwavering dedication to
help our region prosper.

I am especially grateful for Pal’s con-
tributions to his alma mater, East Ten-
nessee State University, which have
greatly impacted so many of our re-
gion’s current and future leaders.

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to recog-
nize the life of Pal Barger for his tre-
mendous impact on our community.
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HONORING COACH NICK GIEBER

(Mr. WATKINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Kansas Middle School
wrestling coach Nick Gieber. To be
clear, he is not dead. He is way too
tough for that.

For decades, Coach Gieber would
transform boys into men through wres-
tling practices that were so hard we
thought that death was an option. But
it wasn’t just developing us mentally
and physically, he also developed a
sense of camaraderie, rapport, integ-
rity, and honor. He would say, ‘“You
never know, boys. Today could be the
most beautiful day in the world.”

Coach Gieber, from the floor of the
United States House of Representa-
tives, thank you. And you never know,
today could be the most beautiful day
in the world.

———

NATIONAL BORINQUENEERS DAY

(Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of the NDAA.

This bill includes an amendment I in-
troduced, along with Representative
MURPHY and Senator RICK ScoTT, to
honor the 656th Infantry Regiment, also
known as the Borinqueneers, by desig-
nating April 13 as National
Borinqueneers Day.

On April 13, 2016, Congress awarded
the Congressional Gold Medal to these
patriots for their numerous contribu-
tions to American history and their
outstanding military service from
World War I through the recent con-
flicts in Afghanistan and Iraq.

This bill also authorizes $37 million
in military construction funding for
the National Guard Readiness Center
in Puerto Rico. It also includes the
Coast Guard Reauthorization Act,
which incorporates my amendment re-
quiring the Coast Guard Academy Mi-
nority Outreach Team program to in-
clude officers from the U.S. territories,
and requiring the Academy’s diversity
report to include information on the ef-
fectiveness of outreach and recruit-
ment efforts for the territories as well.

———
JOSEPH RAINEY: 150 YEARS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this Saturday, America recog-
nizes 150 years since Joseph Rainey,
the first African American to serve in
the U.S. House of Representatives,
took office.

I am grateful for South Carolinian
Joseph Rainey, a Republican, a cham-
pion of civil rights, for breaking
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ground for so many African Americans
who followed in his footsteps.

Last week, it was announced there
will be a House exhibition entitled,
“Joseph Rainey: 150 Years.” The exhi-
bition shares Rainey’s impact from the
1870s through the 1970s. The power and
importance of voting rights are at the
heart of the exhibition, which tells this
tumultuous history through objects,
images, documents, and words of Afri-
can-American Members of Congress
who have lived and legislated through
it.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

Congratulations to President Donald
Trump for leading South Carolina Re-
publicans to the most success in 140
years since Congressman Rainey began
the Republican Party.

———
PEARL HARBOR REMEMBRANCE

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, yesterday, marked the
79th anniversary of the Pearl Harbor
naval base attack.

On December 7, 1941, the surprise at-
tack by the Japanese on a U.S. Naval
base in Hawaii left nearly 2,500 people
dead. Innocent lives were taken; mem-
bers of the United States Navy, Army,
Marines, as well as civilians. It re-
mains one of the deadliest attacks in
American history, often described as
“‘a date which will live in infamy,”’ ac-
cording to a quote by President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt.

Every year on December 7, we pause
to reflect and remember the sacrifice
made by the men and women who per-
ished in the attack on Pearl Harbor.
President Roosevelt went on to say,
“No matter how long it will take us to
overcome this premeditated invasion,
the American people in their righteous
might will win through to absolute vic-
tory.”

Mr. Speaker, thanks to the selfless-
ness and sacrifice of the Greatest Gen-
eration, that is exactly what they did.
God bless all of our Pearl Harbor vic-
tims, the survivors, and their families.

————

A JUST AND PROPER FIGHT

(Mr. GAETZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I oppose
the NDAA, not because I am against
our troops, but because I love them so
much.

America’s fighting men and women
are so precious that they should not
have to die in some failed state, some
faraway land that most Americans
can’t even point to on a map so that
defense contractors can extend our in-
volvement in these wars, so that lobby-
ists can get rich, and so that Members
of Congress can get reelected.
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This good bill has been hijacked by
the forever war lobby and their bought-
and-paid-for allies in the United States
Congress. It puts barriers in the way of
an administration that wants to bring
our troops home and put America first.
This legislation has become too
swampy. It does good things to ensure
that America can vanquish any foe on
the battlefield, but we should only
fight when that fight is just and prop-
er.

Mr. Speaker, we have spent two dec-
ades trading the same villages back
and forth in Afghanistan. And I believe
that the administration that leads our
country should work to bring those
troops home, and unfortunately, this
bill does exactly the opposite. From
Afghanistan, from Germany, and else-
where, I am going to put America first
and I am voting against this bill.

———

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 6395,
WILLIAM M. (MAC) THORNBERRY
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to the order of the
House of December 3, 2020, I call up the
conference report on the bill (H.R. 6395)
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2021 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Thurs-
day, December 3, 2020, the conference
report is considered read.

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of
December 3, 2020, at Book II, page
H6145.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
THORNBERRY) each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and insert extraneous
material on the conference report to
accompany H.R. 6395.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Washington.
Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the conference report before us
today. This is the defense policy bill,
and this is an incredibly important
piece of legislation. There is a lot of
public debate about different issues
that sort of rise to the level of people
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arguing about, and they are very im-
portant, passionate issues. But lost in
that sometimes is the basic substance
of what we do in the defense policy bill,
and that is, we exercise our legislative
authority to do oversight of the Pen-
tagon and national security policy.

And on that measure, this year’s bill
is an incredibly important piece of leg-
islation. To begin with, we address the
issue of diversity within the military. I
really want to thank the Congressional
Black Caucus and the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus, specifically ANTHONY
BROWN, VERONICA ESCOBAR, and RUBEN
GALLEGO for putting forward policy
that will address the diversity prob-
lems that we have.

Mr. Speaker, our military right now
in its leadership and in its recruitment
does not adequately reflect the diver-
sity of this country. This bill puts in
place a chief diversity officer at the
Pentagon and takes a number of other
steps to try to correct that, to make
sure that we have a military that re-
flects diversity of this country and
that meets the equity and social jus-
tice requirements. I think that is an
incredibly important policy statement,
and a step forward.

We also implement a number of the
provisions from a defense policy board
led by Eric Schmidt and Bob Work fo-
cusing on artificial intelligence. I
heard some Members speaking earlier
about the importance of that. We have
a series of recommendations for how
the Department of Defense can do a
better job of getting AI right, devel-
oping the technology and using it, but
also broader technologies as well. The
Pentagon is woefully behind right now
in taking advantage of the tech-
nologies that are crucial to getting us
the proper defense going forward. I
think that is incredibly important.

Mr. Speaker, we also have a provision
that Ranking Member THORNBERRY
worked on. It is not the most sexy or
exciting thing in the world. It is 300
pages of cleaning up the technical
problems within the acquisition proc-
ess at the Pentagon, but it is crucially
important.

We have so many innovative tech-
nologies, so many small businesses out
there that are generating great ideas
that would be terrific for the Pentagon,
but they can’t get in. They can’t pene-
trate the bureaucracy and figure out
how to even do business, so most of
them walk away. It is crucially impor-
tant that we take steps to fix that.

We also have a provision I have
worked on a lot dealing with satellites
and launch. Same thing—encourage
competition, encourage innovation.
Regrettably, the Pentagon has a some-
what understandable bias towards in-
cumbents. They also have a bias to-
wards large companies. But what that
does is it makes it harder for that in-
novation, for those new technologies
that are crucial to get through. We
make changes to address that.

We also have a provision in this bill
to deal with Agent Orange, to make
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sure that we are taking care of our
troops, because that is a crucial part of
our oversight as well, to make sure
that once the fighting is done, we don’t
forget the people who fought, that we
help them.

For too long, veterans have not been
able to access the healthcare they de-
serve. This bill addresses that. I know
that MARK TAKANO and JOSH HARDER
on our side worked very hard on that
issue and I thank them for that. It is
crucially important.

Mr. Speaker, I also take a moment to
address the concerns that Representa-
tive GAETZ raised. He is not accurate in
saying that we stop the President from
being able to move troops. All we do in
Afghanistan is we say, Make sure you
give us a reason. And then, frankly, if
the President doesn’t give us a reason,
he can exercise a national security
waiver and not follow our advice. It is
simply advice that says, Yes, in our
opinion, we need to get out of Afghani-
stan, but we need to do it responsibly.
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It is a way crazy overstatement to
say that we prevent a Chief Executive
from pulling out of Afghanistan. This
bill does not do that. It merely says, if
you are going to do it, make sure that
you do it right so that we protect our
troops as we make that decision.

I think that is not an accurate de-
scription of what this bill does.

But overall, I want to remind people,
it is incredibly important that we pass
this piece of legislation for a couple of
basic reasons.

Number one, we are the legislative
body. The one thing we have in com-
mon—House, Senate, Democrat, Repub-
lican—is that we are all legislators. We
all represent people. If we don’t do our
job, if we don’t pass this bill and exer-
cise oversight, we are ceding authority
to the executive branch, authority that
is too great already. I think Democrats
and Republicans agree on this as well.
Granted, when there is a Democratic
President, Republicans are more enthu-
siastic about it, and when there is a
Republican President, Democrats are
more enthusiastic about it. But we all
agree there is too much executive
power and not enough legislative over-
sight.

Let’s not walk away from our biggest
opportunity every year to exercise that
legislative oversight. This is a good
bill. If we don’t do this, we are not ful-
filling one key aspect of our duties to
our constituents.

Also, the legislative process itself, I
think, is incredibly important. These
are times when we have a deeply di-
vided Nation and a deeply divided Con-
gress, but that is precisely the moment
when legislative authority is so impor-
tant. It is how we come together and
solve problems.

I will tell you, Senator INHOFE and I
disagree on a lot. We also do not have
a lot in common.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

The
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Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself an additional 1
minute.

Mr. Speaker, we have come together
on this bill because we recognize the
importance of that process. You have
to learn how to work with people you
disagree with in order for civil society
to function. That is what we have done.

Now, sadly, this is the only con-
ference report that we will vote on this
session. I think it might be the only
one we have voted on in the last 2
years. I could be wrong about that. But
if not, it is one of the precious few.
That shows you how far we are drifting
away from exercising our responsibil-
ities.

If Senator INHOFE and I can come to-
gether and agree on this, then I think
we can all understand that this is a
good bipartisan compromise that we all
should support.

I want to close by thanking the staff.
I have not worked with a better group
of people on anything I have ever done
in my life; the House staff, the Senate
staff, all outstanding people doing a
difficult job.

I also want to do something I haven’t
done before, and that is specifically
thank the legislative counsel and also
apologize. Every year, we put this bill
together seemingly at the last minute.
It is a very big bill. We come up with
our ideas, we turn them over to the
legislative counsel at 2 o’clock in the
morning on Sunday, and say, ‘‘Please
do this.”

I am sorry. We are going to try to do
better in the future. But thank you,
thank you, thank you for the out-
standing work that you do.

Lastly, I want to thank MAcC. This
bill was named after him—over his ob-
jection, by the way. He has done an
outstanding job as chairman and as
ranking member of this committee. He
will be missed. I really thank him for
his leadership. Without him, this would
not be possible.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. TURNER).

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
continue our chairman’s lauding of the
career of MAC THORNBERRY, again, over
his objections. In my 18 years that I
have served in Congress, I can tell you,
not only has his leadership been essen-
tial on the Armed Services Committee,
but his time, both as chairman and
ranking member, has been incredibly
important. He has served the Nation
well.

I want to thank Chairman SMITH for
his leadership. We have truly a bipar-
tisan bill in front of us, and it is a re-
sult of MAC THORNBERRY and ADAM
SMITH, their work to try to ensure that
we do put America first.

Contrary to the prior speaker—before
we began to debate this bill, we heard
accusations that this did not put
America first. This puts America first.
What is essential about this is that our
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adversaries are gaining on our capabili-
ties. They are investing in moderniza-
tion. They are investing in capabilities
that will threaten our ability to ensure
our safety and our liberty. This bill is
about America first.

I would like to highlight a few key
issues in this bill.

First, the conference report fully au-
thorizes the administration’s budget
request for the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration. These funds are
critical to ensuring our nuclear weap-
ons enterprise remains safe, secure,
and effective going into the future. We
have put off needed investment too
long. There is no longer any margin of
error or delay. Now, the NNSA must
transform from a culture of
sustainment and maintenance to a cul-
ture of development and manufac-
turing to meet the nuclear safety envi-
ronment of the future.

Second, I am pleased that the con-
ference report removes a provision that
would have prohibited the NNSA from
conducting necessary testing and ex-
perimentation.

Next, the conference report funds the
ground based strategic deterrent, the
replacement for the Minuteman III,
which has provided the Nation with a
nuclear security umbrella for half a
century. Transition to the ground-
based strategic deterrent will be one of
the most complex projects the Federal
Government has ever undertaken.

The bill also continues the progress
of Space Force, and the bill makes seri-
ous investments in missile defense by
funding the Missile Defense Agency’s
highest unfunded priorities. It author-
izes funds for nine SM-3 Block ITA mis-
siles and a new THAAD battery.

The conference report also includes a
provision directing the DOD to collabo-
rate with research centers so that we
can bring forward information on our
adversaries and what they are doing.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage everyone to
vote for this bill. It is important for
the future and the security of America.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN-
GEVIN), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Intelligence and Emerg-
ing Threats and Capabilities, and I
thank him for his leadership.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the conference re-
port to accompany H.R. 6395, the Wil-
liam M. (Mac) Thornberry National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2021. T have served with Ranking Mem-
ber MAC THORNBERRY for nearly 20
years, and I thank him for his service
to the Nation and for his bipartisan
leadership.

Mac, it has been an honor, and you
will be missed.

I congratulate my colleagues, par-
ticularly Chairman ADAM SMITH, for
his leadership in crafting the National
Defense Authorization Act for the 60th
consecutive year.

The portions of the NDAA under my
purview provide direction and over-
sight for Special Operations Forces and
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the defense intelligence enterprise. The
bill supports scientists and funds
STEM programs that will diversify our
workforce. It also advances several pol-
icy priorities in artificial intelligence
and cyberspace, including 27 rec-
ommendations from the Cyberspace
Solarium Commission on which I serve.

Among the most important, notably,
this bill establishes a long-overdue pro-
vision that I authored, the Senate-con-
firmed national cyber director within
the Executive Office of the President.
The national cyber director will be the
singular point of strategy development
and implementation and will provide
vital coordination to keep us safe in
cyberspace.

This bill also funds two Virginia-
class submarines and the first Colum-
bia-class submarine. I was proud to
work with Chairman COURTNEY to fight
cuts to the President’s budget that
would have eliminated a Virginia-class
submarine. I am equally proud to rep-
resent the workers in Rhode Island who
make such important and unique con-
tributions to building the most sophis-
ticated weapons systems ever built,
which are vital to our national secu-
rity.

In all of my efforts on the NDAA, I
have been privileged to serve with my
ranking member, Congresswoman
ELISE STEFANIK, by my side. I thank
her for her contributions and her com-
mitment to bipartisanship.

I also want to thank my colleagues
and the staff on the Intelligence and
Emerging Threats and Capabilities
Subcommittee and my personal staff
for their tireless efforts to get the
NDAA across the finish line.

Finally, this bill provides a 3 percent
pay raise for our men and women in
uniform, although no price can ever be
put on their invaluable service. Every
day, servicemembers put their lives on
the line to protect our way of life and
keep us safe at home, and we owe them
an enormous debt of gratitude that we
can never repay.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bipartisan commitment to
national security.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to say our country and our mili-
tary are a better place because of
Ranking Member THORNBERRY’s hard
work, involvement, and dedication.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 6395, the William M.
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2021.
This NDAA continues the Armed Serv-
ices Committee’s commendable bipar-
tisan tradition.

I am particularly happy with the fol-
lowing aspects of the conference report
that affect readiness.

It authorizes over $250 billion for op-
erations and maintenance, including
facilities sustainment and $8 billion in
new military construction.
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It reforms logistics and sustainment
to better align the Department’s sup-
port to the National Defense Strategy
while ensuring that sustainment plan-
ning is emphasized early in major
weapon system acquisition.

It extends critical land withdrawals
for the Navy and the Air Force to per-
form training activities at the Fallon
Range Training Complex and the Ne-
vada Test and Training Range. These
are vital to the readiness of our avia-
tion forces.

It provides the Air Force with much-
needed flexibility to synchronize mili-
tary construction and weapons system
fielding for the ground-based strategic
deterrent system.

It continues to reform military fam-
ily housing with better remediation of
severe environmental hazards.

These are just some of the important
improvements in readiness that the
NDAA accomplishes.

I want to thank Chairman SMITH and
Ranking Member THORNBERRY for their
leadership to complete the NDAA,
along with Readiness Subcommittee
Chairman JOHN GARAMENDI.

Passing this bill signals the clear
support of Congress to our military
members and their families. If not en-
acted, these critical readiness authori-
ties and vital matters like military pay
raises will not happen.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the conference report.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. COURT-
NEY), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Seapower and Projection
Forces.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the 2021 William M.
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Au-
thorization Act.

I want to begin by congratulating
Chairman SMITH and Mr. THORNBERRY
for their persistent teamwork in bring-
ing this bill to fruition. It is the way
Congress is supposed to work.

Mr. Speaker, the Subcommittee on
Seapower and Projection Forces made
a significant mark in this year’s bill.
Last February, the President’s budget,
out of nowhere, cut the Navy’s ship-
building budget by 17 percent, includ-
ing the removal of an entire Virginia-
class attack submarine, with no ration-
ale or 30-year shipbuilding plan, as re-
quired by law.

Our subcommittee led the way in
fully restoring that submarine, having
listened to the combatant commanders
who have articulated the need for that
repeatedly, and adding a fast transport
ship, bringing the total new ships in
this bill to nine, two more than re-
quested in the Trump budget.

We also focused attention on our do-
mestic sealift fleet. The final bill au-
thorizes half a billion dollars for the
Maritime Security Program to miti-
gate the impacts of COVID-19 on our
domestic sealift fleet and creates a new
tanker security fleet aimed at address-
ing alarming gaps in at-sea logistics.
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The bill enhances crucial airlift pro-
grams by funding our next-generation
refueler, the KC-46A, and rejecting
harmful cuts in our refueling fleet.

The final agreement also includes a
provision that sets a firm floor in sup-
port of more than a dozen State Gov-
ernors’ requests to preserve the C-130
aircraft for the Air National Guard.

Mr. Speaker, this is truly a bipar-
tisan bill that represents the hard
work and input of Members on both
sides of the aisle.

Thank you to my friend, Ranking
Member ROB WITTMAN, for his amazing
friendship and work, and our col-
leagues on the subcommittee for their
hard work in crafting this year’s bill.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge a ‘‘yes”
vote today.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BACON).

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise in support of the conference report
to accompany the William M. (Mac)
Thornberry National Defense Author-
ization Act.

For the past 59 years, Congress has
passed the NDAA on a bipartisan basis
for one simple reason: Politics must
never, ever stand between the Amer-
ican people and the security of our
country. This record of bipartisan
unity is unrivaled in our history and a
testament to what we can do when we
come together to ensure that the needs
of our Nation are met.

As a conferee, I can proudly say that
this bill wisely balances the differences
between each Chamber and puts Amer-
ica’s security first.

Let me say at the outset that I am in
agreement with the President’s con-
cerns about section 230 and the need to
deny broad immunity to tech compa-
nies that abuse legal protections to
censor voices that do not share their
particular political viewpoints.

However, as important as this issue
is, it falls outside the jurisdiction of
this bill and deserves its own debate
and a separate vote so that every Mem-
ber of Congress is on record where they
stand. For Members considering to
vote ‘‘no” because of this issue, ask
yourself: Do you think you will get a
better bill in 2 months? The answer is
no.

I wish to commend the outstanding
leadership of Chairman SMITH and my
friend MAC THORNBERRY for navigating
this bill through conference. Under
their leadership, this legislation will
continue the readiness recovery we
began 4 years ago.

It will fully fund modernization of
our strategic nuclear deterrence. It en-
sures America’s military advantage
well into the future with necessary in-
vestments in air, land, sea, space, and
cyberspace. It directs the Secretary of
Defense to establish emergency med-
ical surge partnerships with Federal,
State, and local entities, universities,
and private healthcare providers to
prepare for future pandemics. It keeps
the faith of our servicemembers and
military families.
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This bill also provides long-overdue
support and relief to veterans suffering
from toxic exposure. As an airman who
deployed four times, I served with
many who were exposed to burn pits
and now suffer from tumors in their
lungs. This bill grants presumptive
benefits for veterans suffering from
these illnesses and requires the VA to
fast-track disability statuses.

So this conference report provides
our servicemembers the tools they
need to defend America. On the 60th
consecutive NDAA, I am proud to have
helped craft this bill, and I thank the
statesmanship of MAC THORNBERRY,
whose name it bears.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes.”
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Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the Speaker of the House.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank
him and Mr. THORNBERRY for their
leadership in bringing this legislation
to the floor in a strong bipartisan way.

I am proud to support the 2021 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act that
honors our values, strengthens our se-
curity, and advances our leadership in
the world.

I, again, salute Chairman SMITH. I
congratulate Ranking Member THORN-
BERRY for his service in the Congress. 1
know this legislation is named for him.
That is pretty exciting for all of us. I
don’t know if it is for him, but it is ex-
citing for the rest of us.

I thank the members of the com-
mittee for their patriotic, persistent
leadership on this legislation; it re-
flects the brilliance and the collabora-
tion we can have. Nearly half the mem-
bers contributed to parts of this bill.

While we would have liked to have
seen the House version of this legisla-
tion, we can all take pride that the
NDAA, again, will strengthen our na-
tional security for years to come.

I am particularly pleased with some
of the issues in the bill that are sup-
portive of our troops. This NDAA, Mr.
Speaker, incorporates key Democratic
priorities, including supporting our
troops’ financial security, authorizing
a long-overdue pay raise and hazard
duty pay, extending paid parental leave
to civilian employees who had not been
included, and providing long-overdue
benefits to Vietnam-era veterans ex-
posed to Agent Orange.

This issue has been an issue for a
long time in our country and in this
Congress, and it needed some expan-
sion. I am glad in this legislation the
exposure extends to hypothyroidism,
bladder cancer, and Parkinson’s. If you
are there and you have this, it is con-
nected.

Mr. Speaker, I am personally inter-
ested in this because many years ago,
before I was in Congress, in our com-
munity in California, we had a big—in
LA, actually, we had a big hunger
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strike by Vietnam vets over Agent Or-
ange. This was, like, 35 years ago, long
before Congress acted on this. They
were on a hunger strike, and I went to
be sympathetic and show support. I
was chair of the California Democratic
Party at the time.

Dick Gregory came. Dick Gregory
had been on many hunger strikes for
one thing or another, civil rights, this
and that. He taught them that, if you
are on a hunger strike, you must show-
er, you must hydrate, hydrate, hy-
drate; telling them how not to make
themselves sick because they were on a
hunger strike, but to control that dam-
age.

I was particularly pleased to be there
with Dick Gregory because my brother
and he served in the Army in Texas to-
gether. In those days—that was in the
fifties, a long time ago—my brother
was Dick Gregory’s friend, at a time
when there wasn’t so much, shall we
say, integration among the troops. So
we had that personal connection.

Then, once again, with our Vietnam-
era vets, when it came to Agent Or-
ange. So I commend you all personally,
patriotically, and in every way for tak-
ing care of our vets there.

Then the families, defending their
health and well-being and that of their
families, improving housing and access
to childcare, improving pandemic re-
sponse, protecting military commu-
nities from dangerous PFAS chemicals,
and addressing sexual assault in the
military.

JACKIE SPEIER has been such a cham-
pion on that issue, and I thank her for
that.

Combating our adversaries and in-
vesting in our allies with important
tools to deter China and Russia, fight
transnational threats, and further
strengthening our partnership with
Israel.

Bringing our defense further into the
21st century with reforms to make the
Pentagon more efficient and innova-
tive, important bipartisan provisions
on artificial intelligence, cyber-
security, and key investments in mili-
tary construction and base realign-
ment.

This NDAA is momentous in this re-
spect, as Congress comes together on a
bipartisan and bicameral basis to begin
the process of changing the names of
military bases and infrastructure
named after individuals who served in
the Confederacy.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to know
that this isn’t names of things that, oh,
my gosh, later we found out that so-
and-so did this and that, that was so
wrong. This was a decision made to
name these bases after people, White
supremacists, and those who were part
of the Confederacy. The men for whom
these bases were named are not heroes.
They are named for traitors who took
up arms against America and Kkilled
American soldiers in defense of slav-
ery.

As I have said before, there is no
room for celebrating the violent big-
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otry of the men of the Confederacy in
any place of honor across our country,
whether in the hallowed Halls of the
United States Capitol or on our mili-
tary bases.

Changing the hateful names of these
bases is supported by an overwhelming
majority of the American people, by
our Active Duty servicemen and
-women, and by top military leaders.

And now the President has threat-
ened to veto this legislation. I hope
not. I hope not. This bipartisan policy
bill has been signed into law for 59 con-
secutive years. Let us urge the Presi-
dent to a show respect for the work of
the bipartisan, bicameral Congress, and
for the sacrifice of our military.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a strong bipar-
tisan vote for this legislation, which
upholds our values, honors our troops,
and keeps the America people safe. And
I hope that it will be swiftly signed
into law.

I just want to make the further point
that the strength of our Nation, of
course, depends on our strength that
we are talking about here, but it also
depends on the health and well-being of
the American people. So as we have our
budget debate and the rest, let us rec-
ognize that the health and well-being
of the American people, whether it is
the education of our children, the secu-
rity of our economy, and the rest, and
s0 many other aspects of our budgeting
here, that this is one element of the
strength of our country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote. 1
congratulate Mr. THORNBERRY for his
namesake bill, and I acknowledge the
great leadership of our chair, ADAM
SMITH. I want to also acknowledge AN-
THONY BROWN, who did such a tremen-
dous piece of work on the base
renamings.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER).

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the conference report to
accompany H.R. 6395, the William M.
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2021.

I am grateful that this bill bears the
name of a public servant who has
fought tirelessly throughout his 26
years in Congress for our men and
women in uniform, and whose steadfast
and wise leadership has made such a
difference. This legislation is a fitting
tribute to his enduring legacy.

As ranking member of the Tactical
Air and Land Forces Subcommittee, I
am pleased this conference agreement
builds on the progress we have made in

rebuilding military readiness after
years of deferred modernization.
Through targeted oversight, this

agreement will set the right conditions
to ensure needed capabilities required
for the national defense strategy and
credible deterrence are delivered in a
timely manner to maintain our com-
petitive edge against Russia and China.

A few examples of these critical ca-
pabilities include funding for 12 F-156EX
aircraft; an additional $1.2 billion for
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F-35 Joint Strike Fighters for a total
of 93 F-35 aircraft; funding for 24 F-18
Super Hornets to include an additional
$28 million for advance procurement;
strong support for the Army’s identi-
fied big six modernization priorities,
such as future vertical lift and long-
range precision fires; an additional $104
million for Army Ammunition Plant
modernization; and an additional $150
million for National Guard and Reserve
Component Equipment modernization.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to,
again, thank Ranking Member THORN-
BERRY for his leadership, thank Chair-
man ADAM SMITH for his steadfast and
fair handling of the committee and this
vital bill, and thank our subcommittee
chairman, DONALD NORCROSS, for his
spirit of bipartisanship.

In addition, this conference report
wouldn’t be possible without the hard
work and dedication of the entire sub-
committee staff, and I thank them all.

The NDAA has always been a product
of bipartisan consensus, whose purpose
has always been to support our troops
and to protect American national secu-
rity.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
bill and vote ‘‘yes’ on H.R. 6395 for the
60th year in a row.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. SPEIER),
the chair of the Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Personnel.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for the time and for his
outstanding leadership, patience, and
perseverance.

I also thank Ranking Member THORN-
BERRY for his many years of distin-
guished service to our Nation, both in
the military and in Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the ranking
member of the committee, Mr. KELLY;
also the committee staff, Craig, David,
Hannah; and my personal staff, Josh,
Brian, and Luke.

Before I speak about the conference
agreement, I feel like I must speak
about the Fort Hood Independent Re-
view, which was ordered after Spe-
cialist Vanessa Guillen’s murder. This
is the report. It is being released in a
matter of 3 minutes by the Secretary
of the Army. I won’t go into details,
but I will say that it is a damning ex-
pose of a system at Fort Hood that
does a shameful disservice to the sac-
rifices of our servicemembers and their
families.

The report makes clear what I have
been saying since before I was on the
Armed Services Committee, that the
Army sexual assault and harassment
response has failed, that servicemem-
bers are afraid to report, believe they
will not be taken seriously and will be
retaliated against, and that major sys-
temic changes are needed, including
greater independence from the chain of
command for handling sexual assault
and harassment.

Any parent reading this report would
have to ask themselves: Is my son or
daughter safe in the military?
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This bill is not perfect. Important
provisions on sexual assault and do-
mestic violence were left out. But this
conference agreement would make
progress, including a new confidential
reporting option for sexual harassment
and a provision to ensure that service-
members who report sexual assault are
not disciplined for related minor in-
fractions.

It also includes a pay raise for serv-
icemembers, long-overdue provisions to
promote racial and gender equity with-
in the armed services, including goals
for accessions and promotions of per-
sons of color and women, as well as the
creation of a new deputy inspector gen-
eral for diversity and inclusion that
will investigate White supremacists’
activities by servicemembers.

Additionally, the bill expands sup-
port for childcare and provides for ex-
ceptional family member services.

Therefore, I will be voting for the
bill, and I hope my colleagues will join
me in this. Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to recognize that this is just
the beginning. We have more to do.
More lives are lost and must be ac-
counted for.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. STEFANIK).

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of this bipartisan
bill.

As the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Intelligence and Emerg-
ing Threats and Capabilities, I am I
proud of our oversight and legislative
activities this year, which have in-
cluded recharging our science and tech-
nology enterprise, strengthening our
Nation’s cybersecurity, expanding the
resources and authorities for irregular
warfare activities across the globe, and
bolstering our biological threat and
pandemic preparedness efforts.

Two years ago, I introduced legisla-
tion in the NDAA that created the Na-
tional Security Commission on Artifi-
cial Intelligence with the purpose of
accelerating and advancing the devel-
opment of AI across the Federal Gov-
ernment. I applaud the commission for
their work on this important issue, and
I am pleased that this conference re-
port includes 17 of those recommenda-
tions, including elevating the role of
the Joint AI Center; modernizing how
the DOD attracts and retains AI talent;
and ensuring our AI research eco-
system maintains its competitive ad-
vantage over China.
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Second, this bill extends and expands
the opportunities for our Special Oper-
ations Forces to partner with foreign
forces, build critical relationships, and
more effectively counter the malign in-
fluences of Russia and China. This bill
also ensures that all of our Special Op-
erations Forces—active duty, reserve,
National Guard and their families are
provided the care and support that
they deserve.

Third, this bill takes concrete steps
to protect critical defense tech-
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nologies, strengthen cybersecurity co-
operation with the defense industrial
base, and rebuild our domestic manu-

facturing capabilities for sensitive
microelectronics and semiconductor
components. This bill brings trans-

parency to Federally funded research
while at the same time restricting for-
eign influence on our university cam-
puses.

As the chief advocate for Fort Drum
and the 10th Mountain Division, I am
proud to deliver results for the Army’s
most deployed division since 9/11. This
year’s NDAA addresses our homeland
missile defense, as Fort Drum is named
as the preferred East Coast missile de-
fense site. I am also proud to include
provisions that require plans for ren-
ovating child development centers and
review of IT infrastructure enhance-
ments at Army mission training com-
plexes. These provisions are critical to
enhance readiness and ensure the 10th
Mountain Division can conduct safe
and secure operations.

I recognize my partner, my col-
league, Congressman JIM LANGEVIN of
Rhode Island. And lastly, I thank
Ranking Member THORNBERRY for his
extraordinary leadership and guidance,
not only this year, but in many years
of his truly exemplary service. He is a
giant in the people’s House, and he will
be sorely missed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill and vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Strategic Forces.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I am pleased to support the fiscal
year 2021 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. Thankfully, maintaining a
tradition of bipartisanship to get the
60th, a record, National Defense Au-
thorization Act through the House and
then through conference with the Sen-
ate is no small feat, particularly dur-
ing a global pandemic.

I thank, in particular, our out-
standing Chairman SMITH and Ranking
Member THORNBERRY for their leader-
ship, as well as Ranking Member MIKE
TURNER for his partnership in the Stra-
tegic Forces Subcommittee, and all of
the conferees for getting to this point.

In particular, I would like to thank
Ranking Member THORNBERRY for his
extraordinary leadership on the HASC
over the last 6 years, and I am happy to
congratulate my friend and colleague,
MIKE ROGERS, as the next HASC rank-
ing member.

The Strategic Forces provisions in
the bill would not have been in place
without the outstanding staff work of
Leonor Tomero, Maria Vastola, and
Grant Schneider as the lead staffers.

These provisions support our nuclear
forces and nuclear nonproliferation.
They also enhance oversight of the
warhead acquisition and plutonium pit
production programs, which continue
to be major undertakings.
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The conference report supports re-
gional missile defense efforts, restores
funding to critical radar discrimina-
tion capabilities, and provides needed
oversight on the next generation of
interceptors in order to ensure fly-be-
fore-you-buy principles in this $10 bil-
lion program.

The report acknowledges the in-
creased focus on development and de-
livery of conventional hypersonic
weapons, while also initiating efforts
to address broad policy concerns re-
garding the risk of miscalculation as
these new strategic-level weapons are
fielded.

With regard to the rapidly trans-
forming space domain, the conference
report supports innovative commercial
capabilities, competition, and the
emergence of small-launch providers to
provide national security as well as the
codification of the Space Development
Agency’s mission.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a strong vote in
favor of this conference report.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished

gentleman from  Mississippi (Mr.
KELLY).
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. Mr.

Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

As ranking member of the Military
Personnel Subcommittee, I stand be-
fore you today in proud support of the
National Defense Authorization Act for
fiscal year 2021. The conference report
reflects bipartisan compromise that
has been a hallmark of this committee
for 59 consecutive years.

The National Defense Authorization
Act has always been about ensuring
the national defense of the United
States, which would be impossible
without appropriate focus on the men
and women who tirelessly serve this
country; and appropriate focus on their
families who serve this great Nation by
supporting their loved ones time and
again; through the deployments, the
training periods and all the challenges
of day-to-day living. We owe them a
great debt of gratitude. The NDAA also
preserves a number of robust TRICARE
and retirement benefits for our retir-
ees.

To this end, we addressed a number
of significant and overdue policy issues
that would directly improve the qual-
ity of life of our servicemembers and
their families.

The NDAA authorizes a 3 percent in-
crease in basic pay for servicemembers.
It also standardizes the payment of
hazardous duty incentive pay and in-
creases hazardous duty pay from $250
to $275 a month for members of the uni-
formed services.

The NDAA reinforces the commit-
tee’s longstanding commitment to the
military family by requiring the De-
partment of Defense to redefine mili-
tary family readiness and military per-
sonnel resiliency, and it provides for
significant reforms in the Exceptional
Family Member Program.

Of course, the NDAA also addresses
COVID-19.
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This is an outstanding bipartisan
NDAA dedicated to our servicemem-
bers, military families, and retirees,
and gives them the care and support
they need, deserve, and have earned.

I thank my staff, Sergeant Major
Jeremy Barton, my Army Fellow; Rod-
ney Hall, my MLA; and our MILPER
staff, Glen Diehl and Paul Golden. I
thank Chairwoman SPEIER for working
together with me to do a great Mili-
tary Personnel mark. Finally, I thank

MAC THORNBERRY, a mentor, leader,
and friend.
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. NOR-
CROSS), the chair of the Subcommittee
on Tactical Air and Land Forces.

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding and
certainly for his leadership in bringing
this conference report to the floor for
the 60th year. And certainly, I take a
moment to thank MAC THORNBERRY,
who this conference report is named
after, for his leadership, and certainly
MIKE ROGERS. They are the type of
Members that we all should look to-
ward in terms of being bipartisan and
working toward a goal.

Mr. Speaker, this conference report
continues the Tactical Air and Land
Forces Subcommittee’s long tradition
of bipartisanship to make America’s
Armed Forces the best in the world. I
commend the hard work of our Mem-
bers, my colleagues, our staff, cer-
tainly in these unusual and demanding

circumstances brought on by the
coronavirus.
I also thank Ranking Member

HARTZLER for her leadership and com-
mitment to working toward a goal of
keeping America safe. Our cooperation
has kept us focused on what is truly
important. We have delivered a defense
bill that meets the modernization and
readiness needs of our Nation’s air and
land forces.

This bill carefully manages our mili-
tary resources while increasing the De-
partment of Defense program oversight
to make sure that we do our job, par-
ticularly in the F-35, our most ad-
vanced weapons system and also the
most expensive in U.S. history.

But we are also looking at manned
and unmanned intelligence, surveil-
lance and reconnaissance aircraft, and
continued oversight of the Army’s new
modernization strategy with respect to
Army aviation, including the CH-47
Chinook helicopter.

Also, I take a moment for our na-
tional defense and the priorities of
keeping America safe and New Jersey
safe while ensuring the KC-10 refuelers
are not retired prematurely and mak-
ing sure the KC-46s are being delivered
on time.

I am grateful this bill includes that 3
percent pay raise, taking care of mili-
tary families and also providing afford-
able childcare on bases. Making sure
that your children are safe is incred-
ibly important.

I am proud of the hard work this
committee has done to continue to
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serve America’s national security in-
terests.

Mr. Speaker, this bill deserves our
support, and I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WITT-
MAN).

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. THORNBERRY for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, we are in a period of
great power competition. These are not
just words; this is our new reality. We
are seeing Russian, Chinese, Iranian,
and North Korean aggression on a glob-
al scale. This is why I am confounded
by some pundits who believe cutting
defense spending at a time of great
power competition is in our best inter-
est. Anything less than our negotiated
defense topline is capitulating our
global standing to an ever-expanding
China and Russia hegemony.

Additionally, there are some who be-
lieve that we should not pass this de-
fense bill this Congress. I want to re-
mind my friends that we are already 68
days late in delivering this defense bill
to our Nation. Harmed by our delay is
almost $8 billion in troop military con-
struction. Harmed by our inaction is
the potential shuttering of our Air
Force’s and Navy’s premier training
ranges at Nellis and Fallon. And most
importantly, harmed by our continuing
neglect are the countless servicemem-
bers who rely on us for reasonable pay
and benefits to support our national se-
curity. We must do better.

As to my Seapower and Projection
Forces Subcommittee, our conference
is all about great power competition.
We authorize an additional Virginia
class submarine and eight additional
P-8 submarine hunting aircraft to par-
tially offset these great power ad-
vances. We pay down future readiness
with our continued support of the next-
generation bomber and Columbia-class
ballistic missile submarine programs.
And finally, we procure the long-ne-
glected logistics that are essential to
power projection. This is a strong mark
to pay down our generation’s contribu-
tion to our Nation ‘s future.

While I want to acknowledge Chair-
men Smith and Courtney’s leadership
in their efforts as chairman of the full
committee and chairman of the
Seapower and Projection Forces Sub-
committee, I want to particularly
thank MAC THORNBERRY for his 26 years
of Congressional service. MAcC, thank
you so much for your leadership, for
your continued focus and dedication to
our Nation and to those brave men and
women that serve this Nation.

I also thank Congressman MIKE ROG-
ERS and congratulate him on his new
role as the future Republican leader of
the House Armed Services Committee.
MIKE, congratulations. We look for-
ward to the continuation of the legacy
of leadership from MAC THORNBERRY to
you.

We have all seen the great service
and great stewardship provided by both
Chairman THORNBERRY and others, and,
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my friends, at this moment this is our
time. Anything less than action on this
bill now is turning our backs and ig-
nores the servicemembers and their
families who continue to serve the Na-
tion.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. DAVIS).

I recognize Mrs. DAVIS is retiring
after 22 years of service on the com-
mittee. It has been great working with
her, and I appreciate her leadership.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, this will be my 20th and final
NDAA. As I prepare to seek other chal-
lenges, I want to remind my colleagues
of the incredible work that can get
done with this legislation, especially
when patience is required.

Since joining the Armed Services
Committee, I have seen our focus
change. At the height of the wars in
Afghanistan and Iraq, we focused on
the critical needs of our troops fighting
every day. Now, our focus has shifted
more towards innovation and future
needs of our troops. But we can’t forget
that this bill is not just about spending
on things, it is about our servicemem-
bers and their families. We cannot for-
get the importance of the sacrifices
that they make. It is hard to even con-
vey the magnitude of their service.

The military can enhance perform-
ance by caring for every member of the
military community, something that
we hear every day from military lead-
ers that, quite honestly, we didn’t hear
20 years ago. But there is more work to
be done. We must ensure no military
family goes hungry and no military
spouse is forced to leave the workforce
because of a military move or lack of
childcare.

The military can enhance perform-
ance by fostering an environment
where the opportunities for advance-
ment include all who are willing to
work hard. When I began serving on
the HASC, the idea of women in com-
bat roles or LGBTQ Americans serving
openly was only a distant dream.
Today, we understand the importance
of diversity in our ranks. That stra-
tegic focus brings the best and the
brightest Americans forward to serve.
Where any discrimination persists, it
must end.

We have focused so much on the pre-
vention of sexual assault and harass-
ment.

I recently came across a Dpicture
taken at a breakfast on this issue with
General James Amos in 2010, then the
commandant of the Marine Corps. He
asked one of his mid-level officers if
she would report an assault if it oc-
curred. She responded unequivocally,
no. Much to his surprise.
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We have made sincere policy changes
to address this horrible problem, but
the fight continues.

This bipartisan legislation is the cul-
mination of many of the efforts of
many Members. There is much good in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

it and much that is needed to support
our servicemembers and their families.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank, very
quickly, our outstanding Chair SMITH,
our dedicated Ranking Member THORN-
BERRY, and the amazing professional
staff who made this all possible. I will
miss them all, and I know the critical
work in service to our Nation con-
tinues.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I congratulate Chairman
ADAM SMITH and Ranking Member MAC
THORNBERRY for their dedicated work
on developing this bipartisan bill ap-
propriately named in honor of Chair-
man MAC THORNBERRY, an American
patriot.

As a member of the conference com-
mittee, I appreciated the opportunity
to work on another historically impor-
tant NDAA. Enactment of this bill will
be the 60th consecutive fiscal year that
the NDAA has passed, exhibiting the
true bipartisan nature of the process.

I am thankful for the provision of a 3
percent military pay increase, which
represents the first time in a decade
the troops have consecutively received
a salary boost of at least 3 percent.

The most recent report contains the
Guardian and Reserve Hazard Duty Pay
Equity Act, a bipartisan bill intro-
duced with Representative ANDY KiM. I
was grateful to lead a letter with Rep-
resentative KIM urging its inclusion.

I am also especially grateful that my
bill, the Body Armor for Females Mod-
ernization Act, was included to ensure
that female servicemembers have the
right equipment from day one.

This legislation contains the Small
Manufacturer Cybersecurity Enhance-
ment Act, a bill I introduced with Rep-
resentative JIMMY PANETTA, which will
allow the Department to partner with
manufacturing extension partnership
centers to provide assistance to small
manufacturers.

There is full funding for the Ad-
vanced Manufacturing Collaborative at
USC Aiken and PILT and pit produc-
tion at the Savannah River site.

It also incorporates a bipartisan bill
I introduced with Representative ED
PERLMUTTER to ensure continued fund-
ing for the Office of the Ombudsman in
the Energy Employees Occupational
Illness Program.

I appreciate the success of staff mem-
ber Drew Kennedy and military fellow
Major Jeremy Tillman.

I support this conference report, re-
membering 9/11 and the murderous at-
tacks, by defeating the terrorists over-
seas.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
vote in favor.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BROWN),
the vice chair of the committee.

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Chairman SMITH for his ex-
emplary leadership, Representative

H6925

THORNBERRY for his career service to
our men and women in uniform, and
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
for their hard work on this year’s Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act.

This bill strengthens our military,
makes our country safer, and provides
for our servicemembers and their fami-
lies.

National security isn’t simply de-
fined by the planes and ships we buy,
but in the values we promote within
the military and for our Nation.

This legislation is a significant step
forward for diversity, inclusion, and
justice in our Armed Forces, core
American values that our military
must promote.

Today’s military is the most diverse
in our history, with people of color
making up more than 40 percent of Ac-
tive-Duty servicemembers. And as our
country reckons with systemic racism,
so0, too, does our military.

By affirming our founding values,
this NDAA enhances military readiness
and taps into the diverse talents and
skills of our country.

We elevate the chief diversity officer
to report directly to the Secretary of
Defense and service secretaries.

We provide for better accountability,
transparency, and reporting on our di-
versity efforts.

We ensure equity in promotion
boards by removing pictures and other
identifying information that could bias
these processes. Officers will instead be
judged solely on what matters: their
performance.

We foster new leaders in our military
to reflect the diversity of our country
and support their career development,
from Junior ROTC to service acad-
emies and historically Black colleges
and universities, to our elite units.

We correct racial inequities in our
military justice system by appointing
a deputy inspector general to inves-
tigate racial disparities.

And after years of delay, we finally
rename bases and property honoring
the Confederacy.

With support from Congress, barrier-
breaking leaders in our military, and
the American people, we will lead with
our values.

Mr. Speaker, for a more equitable
country and military, I urge all of my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. ROGERS), the next Re-
publican leader of the House Armed
Services Committee.

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Ranking Member THORN-
BERRY and Chairman SMITH for their
leadership in this essential process to
ensure America’s security.

This bill takes important steps for-
ward to confront China by establishing
the Indo-Pacific Deterrence Initiative.
It is vital that we support and
strengthen our allies and partners in
the region in order to deter the grow-
ing threat from China.

This NDAA also funds critical invest-
ments here at home that will enable us
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to confront the sophisticated threats
we face from China and Russia.

The NDAA also includes provisions
implementing a number of Cyber So-
larium recommendations. These
changes will continue to modernize our
military and civilian cybersecurity ef-
forts. I think that we have only begun
our work in this area.

In addition to these cutting-edge
needs, this conference report also reau-
thorizes the pay to troop deployed in
combat zones.

Most importantly, this bill adheres
to the budget agreement and fully
funds the President’s budget request.

Now more than ever, we must reject
calls for blanket defense cuts from par-
tisans who are using the current crisis
as an opportunity to push their agenda.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend and colleague MAC THORNBERRY
for his years of service and dedication
to the Armed Services Committee. No
one cares more about our men and
women in uniform and has been a bet-
ter leader for our conference. We are
going to miss his passion and dedica-
tion for these issues, and we wish him
and Sally nothing but the best as they
go forward.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. LURIA), a
member of the committee.

Mrs. LURIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the fiscal year 2021
National Defense Authorization Act.
This NDAA will provide the tools and
resources essential to maintaining our
national security.

I am pleased that the conference re-
port includes a 3 percent pay raise for
our troops and invests robustly in ini-
tiatives to compete with China, Russia,
and others who threaten our security
around the world.

The conference report includes vital
investments in our fleet, our readiness,
and continued construction of the Vir-
ginia-class submarine and the mod-
ernization of our nuclear deterrence
through the Columbia-class submarine.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to sup-
porting the final passage of this bipar-
tisan legislation and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY), the dis-
tinguished Chair of the Republican
Conference.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this NDAA conference re-
port named after a true American pa-
triot, our Armed Services Committee
Ranking Member MAC THORNBERRY,
whom we will very much miss and who
has dedicated his career to serving this
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I also thank the chair-
man of our committee, Mr. SMITH, for
his work on this bipartisan product.

Congress has no greater responsi-
bility, Mr. Speaker, than providing for
the defense of our Nation.

At a time when the United States
faces the most complex array of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

threats in our history, it is incumbent
upon us to ensure that our service-
members have the tools they need to
deter and defeat our adversaries.

The 2021 defense bill before us today
makes critical progress towards mod-
ernizing our military, supporting our
military families, protecting supply
chains, and deterring Russia and
China.

At this crucial moment when we
have troops deployed overseas, includ-
ing those from Wyoming’s 153rd, 187th,
and 243rd Air National Guard units, it
is imperative that they have the full
support of the United States Congress
behind them as they execute their mis-
sions.

Failure to pass this act would force
hundreds of thousands of our men and
women in uniform and their families to
endure cuts to their pay right before
the holidays. Over 250,000 military fam-
ilies would lose their hazardous duty
pay.

Given the sacrifices they make for all
of us, our troops should never have
their livelihoods threatened by polit-
ical battles in Washington, D.C.

In addition to all that this NDAA
does to support our troops, it also
builds on the Trump administration’s
successful efforts to counter the Chi-
nese Communist Party, including
through provisions I authored that re-
quire publication of the names of Chi-
nese Communist military companies
operating in the United States.

It also includes my bipartisan provi-
sion seeking to reduce DOD’s depend-
ence on China for critical rare earth
minerals. States like Wyoming are
blessed with these resources, and we
must rebuild our Nation’s capacity to
mine and process rare earths here at
home.

This legislation funds the moderniza-
tion of our nuclear triad and contains
crucial provisions to strengthen our de-
terrence capability in the Indo-Pacific.

American security requires that we
maintain a military that is second to
none, that we arm our troops with the
world’s best equipment, and that we
provide for their families. Our men and
women in uniform put their lives on
the line to defend our freedom. We owe
them the tools to do their job.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
this year’s NDAA, and I urge all my
colleagues to vote for it.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS),
the distinguished chair of the Finan-
cial Services Committee.

I really want to thank her for her
leadership. The Financial Services
Committee provided a number of key
pieces of legislation on this bill.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the William ‘“Mac’ Thorn-
berry National Defense Authorization
Act, NDAA, for Fiscal Year 2021, for
which I served as a conferee.

For several months, I have worked
with my House and Senate counter-
parts to include 10 measures authored
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by Democratic members of the Finan-
cial Services Committee within the
NDAA. These bills would help to pro-
tect the U.S. financial system, provide
more remedies to investors who were
deceived by corporate wrongdoers, ex-
pand access to housing assistance for
our veterans, and direct the incoming
Biden administration to use its full au-
thority to help relieve the student debt
crisis.

For years, the issue of shell compa-
nies has been ignored by this Congress.
This is why one of the first actions I
took as chair of the committee was to
move legislation to prevent bad actors
from wusing shell companies to hide
their activities, a provision I have I
been fighting for for over a decade, and
I am very pleased it is included in the
conference agreement.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mrs. CAROLYN
B. MALONEY from New York for her
tireless work on this provision and the
Members and the many outside stake-
holders for their work on all the meas-
ures included in the legislation.

I am also pleased to see the con-
ference report reflected my work and
progress ensuring that technologies
procured by the Department of Defense
are ethically and responsibly screened
for potential bias.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BANKS), a distinguished
member of the committee.

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member for yielding time
to me today and for his many years of
service. America and the world are
safer today because of MAC THORN-
BERRY’s service in the United States
House of Representatives.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. SMITH, the
chairman of the committee, as well, for
ensuring that this year’s NDAA is bi-
partisan once again.

Mr. Speaker, I want to rise most of
all in support of the aptly named MAC
THORNBERRY National Defense Author-
ization Act.

While the bill doesn’t include every-
thing I want it to and there are cer-
tainly items that I wish would be re-
moved, overall, it ensures that our Na-
tion is protected, and it supports our
men and women in uniform.

So many in the Trump administra-
tion have warned us for years that
China is our Nation’s long-term stra-
tegic competitor, and countering China
is a key focus of the fiscal year 2021
NDAA.

Having just been a part of the Future
of Defense Task Force and the China
Task Force, I am more motivated than
ever before to stop the Chinese Com-
munist Party’s egregious affronts on
the U.S. Government, its citizens, and
our military. I appreciate the inclusion
of many important recommendations
from both of those task force reports in
this year’s NDAA.

This NDAA establishes the Pacific
Deterrence Initiative to strengthen
U.S. posture and capability in the Indo-
Pacific region, and it works better with
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allies to deter against Chinese malign
behavior.
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It also protects against Chinese in-
dustrial espionage by requiring a Presi-
dential assessment on how to deter it
and large-scale cyber threat of intellec-
tual property and personal informa-
tion.

The NDAA also includes a number of
protections for Federal investments in
science and technology by including
new mandates on university research
and limiting funding for universities
with Confucius Institutes, for example.

These are just some of the very im-
portant provisions in this year’s bill, to
not just acknowledge the China threat,
Mr. Speaker, but to address it head-on.
That is why I urge all of my colleagues
to vote in favor of this critical legisla-
tion.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 minute
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), the distinguished majority
leader of the House.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank both Mr. SMITH, the chairman of
the committee, and Mr. THORNBERRY,
who I have had the opportunity to
work with through the years. Both of
them are leaders who have focused on
America’s well-being, America’s na-
tional security, and the well-being of
our troops who serve in uniform and
support those who are at the point of
the spear.

I believe that we have and our coun-
try has been advantaged by the leader-
ship of both and by the fact that they
have been able to work together colle-
gially to accomplish objectives on be-
half of the country, not on behalf of
party.

So, I thank both Mr. SMITH, the
chairman, and Mr. THORNBERRY, the
ranking member who was the chair-
man. They have both held the respon-
sible positions of leading this com-
mittee and its work.

I rise in strong support of this year’s
authorization bill. Let me say at the
outset, as the majority leader, I sched-
ule legislation for the floor. Mr. SMITH
and I have had long conversations, and
Mr. THORNBERRY and I have had con-
versations in the past.

This bill should not be on the floor in
December. This bill has historically
passed in May through the committee
and has been to the floor before we
break for the August break. I have had
discussions with Mr. SMITH and will
tell successors on the Defense Com-
mittee that it will be my intention to
urge the committee to mark up its bill
and have it ready to report to the floor
by May.

Now, there have been exigencies from
time to time which made that impos-
sible. That was certainly the case when
the government was shut down, and it
has been this case through the pan-
demic, which has obviously slowed up
our work as well.

But I am hopeful, Mr. Speaker, that
I will be able to bring this bill, at the
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instance of the chairman and the rank-
ing member, to the floor either in late
May or very early June, the first week
in June before, frankly, we get to the
appropriations process, which is really
how the process ought to work, as op-
posed to the other way around.

Mr. Speaker, this is a major piece of
legislation, one of the most important
we pass each year and one, frankly,
that we need to pass each year.

I just said we need to do it in a time-
ly fashion, but it is never too late to do
the right thing. What we are doing
today is the right thing, passing a bill
which provides for the security of our
country.

Again, I want to thank both of those
leaders who I have referenced. This
conference report will ensure that our
men and women in uniform can con-
tinue to protect our Nation and meet
global challenges.

Now, I hope that President Trump
does sign this bill. He ought to sign
this bill. This is about our national se-
curity. It is not about partisanship.
Taking issue with one provision or an-
other in such a large and important
bill is no reason to block the whole of
it. That is particularly true when this
bill would take a major step forward to
right a historic wrong.

But let me say, with respect to a
veto, I hope the President does not
veto this. I hope that we have, as pre-
vious speakers have said, over-
whelming bipartisan support on both
sides of the aisle.

Of course, there are specifics in a bill
this large where one can say: ‘‘I don’t
like that provision.”” Well, I don’t
think there is a bill that you can’t
have a significant number or one of us
say: ‘I wish that provision were dif-
ferent.”” But we ought not to have our
focus on the doughnut hole. We ought
to have our focus on the doughnut, on
the whole of what makes this bill so
critically important for our country.

In our founding document, it states
that all are ‘“‘created equal, that they
are endowed by their creator with cer-
tain unalienable rights, that among
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness.”

It said: ‘“All men are created equal.”
None of us would argue that all men
should be exclusively perceived as
being created equal. We believe that all
human beings are created equal,
whether they are men or they are
women, or they are Black or they are
White, or they are yellow or they are
red. Whatever the differences may be,
it is our perception and articulation in
this Declaration that it is God who cre-
ated the soul that is colorless, that is
genderless, that is of no one nation.

It is the soul that is imbued in us, as
we say in our Declaration, by our cre-
ator. While these rights may have been
self-evident, I tell people, they are not
self-executing. It fell to future genera-
tions of Americans to secure them in
practice.

Less than a century after our Na-
tion’s founding, it was torn apart by a
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Civil War, with Southern States wag-
ing war to protect the evil institution
of slavery. All of us would agree that
one human being owning another
human being is untenable. But it is
what we fought a war over.

The names of those who fought vio-
lently to perpetuate slavery and who
rebelled against the United States do
not deserve the honor of being associ-
ated with the installations housing,
training, and equipping those who
serve today under our flag of freedom
and democracy.

Now, without getting into that argu-
ment, it would have been perverse to
drop an amendment adopted by 93 per-
cent of the Senate, not because they
voted on the individual amendment but
because it was included in the bill and
93 percent of the Members of the
United States Senate voted for it.

It simply says what is the right thing
to do: remove a name from a base on
which an African-American sailor, an
African-American soldier, an African-
American marine, an African-Amer-
ican coastguardsman serve. An African
American of whatever service, at what-
ever time, should not have to serve on
a base named for somebody who be-
lieved that person ought to be
enslaved.

I congratulate both the chairman and
the ranking member for making sure
that that language was kept in. I know
the President has said he doesn’t like
that language, but as I said, I am con-
vinced that any one of us could point
to something in this bill we don’t like.
But we need to keep our eye on the
ball, the national security of our coun-
try.

This National Defense Authorization
Act requires the military to remove
the names. I think that is appropriate,
and I congratulate them for leaving
that language whole.

I had made it clear that I felt this
bill needed to pass. But I felt that if
that provision were left out, it would
be inappropriate to put it on the floor.

Additionally, I also want to mention
that this conference report will ensure
that all Federal employees can access
12 weeks of paid parental leave. That is
now the practice in most, if not all,
certainly, but many of the largest cor-
porations in our country. Why? Be-
cause they believe it is good for their
employees. They believe it is good for
their children. They believe it is good
for America. We have now adopted
that, and I praise the committee for
doing so.

Unfortunately, some Federal employ-
ees were left out last year when we en-
acted paid parental leave, and we have
now included them. Today, we are fix-
ing that and making sure that it ap-
plies to all Federal workers.

Mr. Speaker, it is also important
that we are able to include language in
the conference report that will close
corporate loopholes, which were re-
ferred to by Ms. WATERS, the chair of
the Financial Services Committee,
eliminating loopholes which allowed
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dark money to enter the U.S. financial
system from Russia and other malign
actors.

That beneficial ownership provision
is a major win in the fight against for-
eign kleptocrats and oligarchs seeking
to undermine America’s security and
fund those who wish to do us harm.

Congratulations to Mr. SMITH, con-
gratulations to the ranking member,
and congratulations to the committee
for that.

Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity
today to do right by our servicemem-
bers and by the principles they uphold.
Let us do so by passing this conference
report and doing our part, as President
Lincoln said, to bind up the Nation’s
wounds.

I urge all of my colleagues, not be-
cause they will come to the conclusion
that this is a perfect bill—there are no
perfect bills. But it is a bill essential
for the defense of our values, our peo-
ple, and our land. This bill needs to
pass overwhelmingly.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote for
it.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. MCcCAUL),
the distinguished ranking member of
the Foreign Affairs Committee.

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to also thank my good friend from
Texas for his service to the Nation.

The United States has a special part-
nership with Israel. In the past 4 years,
we have strengthened this relationship
while taking steps toward peace in the
Middle East under the Abraham Ac-
cords with Bahrain, Sudan, and the
UAE. This has made Israel and the en-
tire Middle East safer.

However, Israel still faces threats
from malign actors like Iran that seek
to sow chaos and spread terror. In fact,
earlier today, Iranian President
Rouhani directly threatened Israel by
promising to support Syria’s aggres-
sion in the Golan Heights.

I am pleased the final bill bolsters
cooperation between our countries and
fully funds the security assistance to
Israel. It also improves the laws on the
books so that we can quickly supply
Israel with precision-guided missiles to
defend themselves against malign ac-
tors in the region.

This bill also enhances cooperation
between our two nations by estab-
lishing a defense acquisition advisory
group.

As an NDAA conferee, I am proud
this year’s bill includes provisions that
support Israel and deepen our partner-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, before I close, I would
like to take a moment of personal
privilege to honor my colleague, my
friend, my fellow Texan, Congressman
MAc THORNBERRY. His leadership on
the House Armed Services Committee
has made our country stronger.

I am proud to have served with him
in the Congress where we have worked
together on Kkey mnational security
issues, including the year’s NDAA
which bears his name.
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But most importantly, Mr. Speaker, 1
am proud to call him my friend. He has
brought dignity and bipartisanship to
this Chamber.

For that, sir, we are forever grateful.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 minute
to the gentlewoman from New York
(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY).

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak on
an important aspect of this bill.

My Corporate Transparency Act is
the most important anticorruption,
anti-money laundering bill in 20 years.
When a terrorist cell or a criminal or-
ganization wants to move or hide
money, they usually do it right here in
the United States with a shell com-
pany. So the same terrorist groups that
want to attack the United States are
using our own financial system to fi-
nance those attacks. It is appalling,
and it has to stop.

My bill will end the abuse of anony-
mous shell companies in the United
States by requiring companies to dis-
close their true beneficial owners to
the Treasury Department at the time
the company is formed.

I want to thank my negotiating part-
ners, Chairman CRAPO, Ranking Mem-
ber BROWN, Chairwoman WATERS, and
Ranking Member MCHENRY, and I con-
gratulate Chairman SMITH and Rank-
ing Member THORNBERRY for all of
their hard work on this bill.
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Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. LUETKEMEYER), who is a
distinguished member of the Financial
Services Committee.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to take a moment of per-
sonal privilege to express my thanks to
Mr. THORNBERRY, who is retiring, for
his many years of service to our mili-
tary and our country through his ac-
tions in this committee. He will cer-
tainly be missed.

Mr. Speaker, each year, Congress is
tasked with one of its most important
duties: reauthorizing the NDAA to en-
sure that our military has everything
that they could possibly need to con-
tinue protecting this country.

This year, I am proud to have served
as conferee for the financial services
measures in the NDAA, which includes
the most significant overhaul of our
anti-money laundering laws in decades.

The bipartisan Anti-Money Laun-
dering Act authorizes new resources for
the Treasury Department to combat il-
licit finance and requires the Treasury
to apply more rigor to its data collec-
tion. This will allow suspicious activ-
ity reports and currency transaction
reports to be as useful as possible for
law enforcement.

For too long, Congress and the pri-
vate sector have had little to no in-
sight into how the executive branch
uses these reports, which has decreased
accountability and prevents us from
modernizing the reporting regime.
That ends with this bill.
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The conference report also contains
the ILLICIT CASH Act, legislation
that Congresswoman MALONEY and I
have been working on for years. This
provision will deliver a significant
blow to human traffickers and drug
cartels by eliminating shell corpora-
tions that, for decades, have been a
critical vehicle for laundering money
in the United States.

In the fight against shell companies,
the Federal Government has continu-
ously deputized financial institutions,
threatening massive penalties unless
they play the role of law enforcement,
effectively forcing private industry to
do the government’s job.

This legislation puts an end to that
practice by forcing Treasury’s Finan-
cial Crimes Enforcement Network to
collect beneficial information with
minimal effort or inconvenience to
businesses.

I thank Congresswoman MALONEY for
her tireless efforts and collaboration
on several provisions that protect
small businesses and streamline regu-
lations for financial institutions. I also
thank Ranking Member MCHENRY for
fighting for additional protections and
relief for small businesses in con-
ference.

Mr. Speaker, with these provisions,
America can better fight illicit and
terrorism finance, which helps our
brave men and women in uniform who
risk their lives every day to protect
our freedoms and keep us safe.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman very much for his
leadership. I also thank my fellow
Texan, MAC THORNBERRY, for his serv-
ice to the Nation as he continues his
journey.

Let me say how important this legis-
lation is as it relates to basic pay, in-
centive pay, and hazard pay for our
military families, many of whom are in
my congressional district; the work
that has been done on the maternity
uniform pilot program; and also the
work on reenforcing NATO; the sexual
assault prevention and response that is
so important, particularly in our com-
munity in Texas, for the horrible acts
at Fort Hood against Vanessa Guillen,
causing her to lose her life along with
many others. This is a legislation that
focuses on the personnel and that fo-
cuses on the security of our Nation.

I am very grateful to Congressman
BROWN for his leadership on joining
with other Members to ensure with
Chairman SMITH that we remove these
Confederate names from the names of
military bases that represent all peo-
ple. I am very grateful that my lan-
guage indicates that profound, dig-
nified, qualified, and heroic African-
American soldiers have the right to
have their names listed on these par-
ticular bases.

I ask America to send in the names
of your relatives. Call my office. Send
it to the Armed Services Committee.
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Let us have a base where soldiers go
that reflects everyone. I am thankful
that my language was put in to name
bases after African-American soldiers
and other diverse persons.

Mr. Speaker, I ask support of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak in strong sup-
port of all the Jackson Lee Amendments made
in order for consideration of the William M.
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2021.

| thank Chairman SMITH and Ranking Mem-
ber THORNBERRY and their staffs for working
with me and my staff in consideration of sev-
eral Jackson Lee Amendments.

| am particularly thankful to Chairman SMITH
for taking up the challenge of removing the
stain of confederate traitors being honored by
the naming of bases and military installations
in their name.

It has been too long that African Americans
guarded their communities from the hidden
racism that existed under the guise of the con-
federate flag and knowing through oral history
the brutality of those who served voluntarily in
the confederate army and whose names were
on bases and military installations.

This bill is ushering in a new era where the
names of confederates who served voluntarily
to take up arms against the United States will
have their names removed from places of
honor such as military bases or installations
and these individuals be placed in historical
context where historians and scholars may
study ad understand their place in American
history.

It is also time that African Americans and
Native Americans be recognized for their con-
tributions in defense of our nation.

The history of African Americans and Native
Americans serving in the military date back to
the colonial period of our nation to the present
day.

In every war waged from the Battle of Lex-
ington to the Battle for Fallujah, African Ameri-
cans and Native Americans have honorably
answered the call to duty, and served with
great valor and distinction in America’s armed
forces.

At decisive moments in our nation’s history,
the United States military and its citizens war-
riors, were there and made the difference:

The Revolutionary War (1776-1783),

The War of 1812 (1812-1814),

The Mexican-American War (1836),

The Civil War (1861-1865),

The Spanish-American War (1898),

World War | (1914-1918),

World War Il (1941-1945),

The Korean War (1950-1953),

The Vietnam War (1965—-1975),

The Gulf War (1991), and

The wars in Afghanistan and Iraq as well as
conflicts in other theaters of war.

The military is there defending our nation
when attacked by hostile nations or adver-
saries.

But it is also there when needed to respond
to attack from natural elements like floods and
Hurricanes like Hurricanes Irma, Harvey and
Katrina.

The military was there doing a job no other
branch of our nation’s government could do—
in the face of overwhelming calamity when the
lives of thousands of American citizens were
on the line—they came.

Our thanks to the military for being always
ready to answer the call of duty—whether that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

call comes in the dead of night or the light of
day—we know that we can count on you.

The names and faces of millions of African
Americans who have served our nation in uni-
form may fade from memory, but this evening
we have the opportunity to remember and see
them in the faces of the young people who
have answered the call to duty by becoming
members of the armed forces.

| offered several amendments to H.R. 6395
to improve the bill.

| thank my colleagues: Representatives
BENNIE THOMPSON, WILLIAM LACY CLAY, GREG-
ORY MEEKS, A. DONALD MCEACHIN, MARC
VEASEY, STANFORD BISHOP, ANDRE CARSON,
and JAHANA HAYES for joining as cosponsors
of this Amendment.

The fact that military bases have been
named after Confederate military leaders or
soldiers is hard to imagine given that they
were fighting to end the United States.

The Confederacy was not something that
should be held up for honor by the United
States or our nation’s military.

There is no shortage of honorable replace-
ment candidates to receive the honor of hav-
ing a military base, installation or facility
named in their honor.

UNITED STATES ARMY

1. Gen. Roscoe Robinson Jr.

General Robinson was a 1951 graduate of
West Point who attended the service academy
before the Army was desegregated. Robinson
served in Korea and Vietnam, with valor deco-
rations in both conflicts, and as a training offi-
cer as part of the U.S. military support mission
in Liberia. He went on to become the first
black commander of the 82nd Airborne Divi-
sion, deputy chief of staff for operations in
U.S. Army Europe, commander of U.S. Forces
Japan, the U.S. representative on the NATO
Military Committee, and the first black four-star
general in the Army.

2. William Harvey Carney

William Carney was the first African Amer-
ican recipient of the Congressional Medal of
Honor, which he received for his actions on
July 18, 1863 at Fort Wagner, SC while a
member of the 54th Massachusetts Regiment
in the Civil War—the state’s first all-black regi-
ment.

The 54th Massachusetts was the subject of
the film, “Glory,” starring Denzel Washington
and Morgan Freeman.

3. Lieutenant Colonel Charity Edna Adams

Lieutenant Colonel Charity Edna Adams
was appointed to lead the African American
Women’s Army Corps unit designated as the
6888th Central Postal Directory Battalion,
which became known as the “Six Triple
Eight.”

This unit was instrumental in establishing
and maintaining morale because it assured
that mail from the battlefront and the home-
front flowed efficiently and timely.

4. Lt. Col. Margaret E. Bailey

In 1964, Margaret E. Bailey, Army Nurse
Corps, was the first nurse to be promoted to
lieutenant colonel.

UNITED STATES NAVY

5. Dorie Miller Messman First Class and Ad-
miral Michelle Howard.

Dorie Miller, Messman First Class was serv-
ing in a noncombat role in the Navy, Dorie Mil-
ler responded heroically when the battleship
West Virginia was attacked at Pearl Harbor.
He was the first African American to be
awarded the Navy Cross, the third highest
honor awarded by the US Navy at the time.
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6. Admiral Michelle Howard

Admiral Michelle Howard is a four-star Ad-
miral and one of the highest-ranking African
American women ever to serve in any branch
of the military. Admiral Howard is also the first
African American woman to command a U.S.
Navy ship, the USS Rushmore.

She is the Navy’s second highest ranking
officer and is currently serving as the com-
mander of U.S. Naval Forces Africa, com-
mander of U.S. Naval Forces Europe and
commander of Allied Joint Force Command
Naples.

THE AIR FORCE

7. Lt. Col Shawna Rochelle-Kimbrell

In 2012, Lieutenant Colonel Kimbrell be-
came the first female African American fighter
pilot in the Air Force history. Her flights in
Northern Watch marked her as the first female
pilot to fly combat missions for Misawa’s 35th
Fighter Wing, and the first African American
woman to employ ordinance in combat. She
has more than 1,110 hours in the F-16, in-
cluding 176 hours of combat time.

8. Colonel Ruth A. Lucas

Colonel Lucas was the first African Amer-
ican woman in the Air Force to be promoted
to the rank of colonel. At the time of her retire-
ment in 1970, she was the highest-ranking Af-
rican American woman in the Air Force.

9. Gen. Benjamin O. Davis Jr

In 1959 General Benjamin O. Davis became
the first African American Major General in the
United States Air Force. In 1943, he organized
and commanded the 332nd Fighter Group
known as the Tuskegee Airmen. General
Davis received many decorations during his
career, including two Distinguished Service
Medals and a Silver Star. On December 9,
1998, General Davis was awarded his fourth
general’s star by President Bill Clinton.

THE COAST GUARD

10. Alex Haley

Chief Petty Officer Haley is best known for
writing letters for his shipmates and his short
stories and articles, which got him promoted to
Chief Journalist of the Coast Guard in 1959.
Haley ultimately received a number of military
honors, including the American Defense Serv-
ice Medal, World War Il Victory Medal and an
honorary degree from the Coast Guard Acad-
emy. And most of you know him also as the
author of “Roots.”

11. Bobby C. Wilks

In 1957, Captain Bobby Wilks became the
first African American Coast Guard aviator. He
later became the first African American to
reach the rank of Captain and the first to com-
mand a Coast Guard air station. He accumu-
lated over 6,000 flight hours in 18 different
types of aircrafts.

Twenty-five percent of the today’s military is
comprised of persons of color, of which 17.8%
are African American.

In 2017, blacks made up 17% of the DOD
active-duty military—somewhat higher than
their share of the U.S. population ages 18 to
44 (13%). Blacks have consistently been rep-
resented in greater shares among enlisted
personnel (19% in 2015) than among the com-
missioned officers (9%).

NATIVE AMERICANS

The amendment | offered during House con-
sideration of the NDAA was expanded to in-
clude Native Americans.

It is without doubt that the military has a sto-
ried history of Native American contributions to
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the securing our nation since colonial times to
the present.

One famous example of their contributions
occurred during World War 1l when the U.S.
military developed a specific policy to recruit
and train Navajo speakers to become code
talkers.

A code talker is the name given to 29 Nav-
ajo Natives who used their tribal language to
send secret communications on the battlefield.

The Marines formed the Navajo Code Talk-
ers, who created a code based on the com-
plex, unwritten Navajo language.

The code primarily used word association
by assigning a Navajo word to key phrases
and military tactics.

This system enabled the Code Talkers to
translate three lines of English in 20 seconds,
not 30 minutes as was common with existing
code-breaking machines.

The Code Talkers participated in every
major Marine operation in the Pacific theater,
giving the Marines a critical advantage
throughout the war.

During the nearly month-long battle for lwo
Jima, for example, six Navajo Code Talker
Marines successfully transmitted more than
800 messages without error.

Marine leadership noted after the battle that
the Code Talkers were critical to the victory at
lwo Jima.

At the end of the war, the Navajo Code re-
mained unbroken.

Our Native American brothers and sisters
are more than worthy to be so honored by
having their names considered for military
bases and installations.

BOOGALOO AND PROUD BOYS

A Jackson Lee Amendment included in the
House version of the NDAA directed the Sec-
retary of Defense to report to Congress the
extent, if any, of the threat to national security
posed by domestic terrorist groups and organi-
zations motivated by a belief system of white
supremacy, such as the Boogaloo and Proud
Boys extremists is reflected in the Conference
bill.

The NDAA conference identified that the
FBI is under statutory obligation, established
by Section 5602 of the NDAA FY 2020 (Public
Law 116-92), to complete a report that would
better characterize the domestic terrorist threat
by requiring the FBI and the Department of
Homeland Security in consultation with the
National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC), to
produce a set of comprehensive reports over
5 years.

The report is to include: a strategic intel-
ligence threat internal to the United States;
metrics on the number and type of incidents,
coupled with resulting investigations, arrests,
prosecutions, and analytic products, copies of
the execution of domestic terrorism investiga-
tions; detailed explanations of how the FBI,
DHS and NCTC prioritize the domestic ter-
rorism threats and incident; and descriptions
regarding the type and regularity of training
provided by the FBI, DHS, or NCTC to other
Federal, State, and local law enforcement.

The conferees note that the report has not
been delivered to the appropriate committees
and they urge the FBI Director to deliver the
report without delay.

The Jackson Lee Amendment to the NDAA
FY 2021 sought the same information that is
required under the NDAA FY 2020 because of
the threat posed by accelerationists and militia
extremists who comprise a range of violent
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anti-government actors, movements, and orga-
nizations, some of which branch out of dec-
ades-old ideologies and others of which are
relatively new has led to violent engagement
of law enforcement.

My concern is that in the aftermath of a his-
toric national election, the activity of violence
influencers like Boogaloo Boys or Proud Boys
will increase and lead to attacks becoming
more frequent.

In 2018, we saw too many instances of vio-
lent extremists searching for opportunities to
sow violence and disrupt democratic proc-
esses.

Boogaloo and Proud Boys are targeting
constitutionally protected activity for cooption
or to provide cover for attacks.

Jackson Lee Amendment 179 implements a
recommendation made by the Cyberspace So-
larium Commission to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to develop a strategy to
implement Domain-based Message Authen-
tication,  Reporting, and  Conformance
(DMARC) standard across U.S.-based email
providers to increase the security of email.

| thank my colleagues Congressmen LAN-
GEVIN, GALLAGHER, KATKO, and JOYCE for join-
ing this bipartisan amendment to the FY 2021
NDAA.

The security of email has grown in impor-
tance as it has become in many ways the pri-
mary way that businesses, consumers, gov-
ernment communicate.

The Senate bill also addressed this impor-
tant issue and the language of the final Con-
ference concurs.

| urge my colleagues to support the Con-
ference for the NDAA FY 2021.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
understand that the chairman has no
further speakers.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Correct.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I would begin by ex-
pressing my gratitude and admiration
for Chairman ADAM SMITH and our abil-
ity to work together over a number of
years, as well as to the members on
both sides of the Armed Services Com-
mittee and our colleagues in the Sen-
ate, Chairman INHOFE and Ranking
Member REED.

Like Chairman SMITH, I also want to
pay particular attention, gratitude,
and honors to our professional staff.
They started this conference process in
July, and they have been working all
these months to make sure that every
detail was as right as we could make it.
I particularly want to thank Dan
Sennott, who had the responsibility of
answering my phone calls on nights
and weekends and so forth. Our staff
worked with the professionalism and
patriotism that would make all Ameri-
cans proud if they could see it.

I also appreciate the generous words
of my colleagues and having my name
attached to this bill. This bill is one of
which I am very proud. It strengthens
our country’s security in many ways.
But as grateful as I am, I do not lose
sight of the fact that this bill is not—
and this bill has never been in 60
years—about any of us. It is not about
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us or our political agendas or our polit-
ical grievances.

This bill is about the men and women
who risk their lives to protect and de-
fend us and our freedoms and their
families. This bill is about American
national security. We have been able to
come together on those things for 60
years, whatever other differences we
may have had.

Without this bill, both the troops and
America’s national security will be
hurt. Now, Members need to under-
stand that and accept responsibility for
the consequences of their vote. That
damage that would happen without
this bill cannot be papered over with
some executive order or any appropria-
tion bill, and it won’t or it can’t be re-
paired by a new bill in a new Congress
with a new administration.

I know we can always find an excuse
to vote against a bill, especially an ex-
cuse about what is not in it. So I will
admit right here that this bill does not
fix healthcare. This bill does not fix
immigration. It does not raise or lower
taxes. And it does nothing regarding
the legal liability of social media com-
panies. All of those things need atten-
tion and some kind of action.

But our troops should not be pun-
ished because this bill does not fix ev-
erything that needs to be fixed or it
doesn’t have a provision exactly the
way we would want it.

The main reason this bill has been
signed into law every year for 59
straight years is because of its sub-
stance. But like the chairman, I just
want to add a note about process.

This committee started collecting
proposals in January in a database
that would be ultimately included in
this bill. It went through all the sub-
committees, the full committee, a con-
ference process, and hundreds of
amendments have been considered one
way or another.

Every step of the way, Members
shape it. In fact, we could easily iden-
tify close to 200 Members of the House
that have a provision that can be
linked to them in one way or another
that are in this bill, and I think that is
unique, frankly, in Congress today. If
the 6-decade legacy of having this bill
signed into law ends with us after 59
years, then I am afraid that process of
having hundreds of Members con-
tribute would end as well.

A very strong vote will help prevent
that. The stronger the vote, the
smoother the process from here on out.
A strong vote will show the troops that
we support them. A strong vote will
show the adversaries that we can stand
together to support this Nation, and
that is what this bill is really all
about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mostly, I would like to associate my-
self with Mr. THORNBERRY’S remarks. I
think that was the perfect statement
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of why it is so important to vote for
this bill and why every Member of this
body should vote for this bill. It con-
tains incredibly important provisions,
and the excuses for not doing those
provisions just don’t hold up.

As Mr. THORNBERRY points out, every
year near the end of the process, be-
cause we are the only bill that actually
makes it through the process, people
who have been working on issues for a
long time are desperate to get them
taken care of. We respect that, we
honor that, and we are the last vehicle
to find.

Many times we are able to help, but
not always. That is not a reason to not
do the bill because of all the other
issues, as Mr. THORNBERRY laid out,
that we have not addressed.

Then, as people want to find reasons
to oppose the bill, they start saying
things that aren’t terribly accurate. I
think Mr. GAETzZ wins the award for
that one this year in his remark on Af-
ghanistan.

Our bill says that if the President
wants to go below 2,000 troops in Af-
ghanistan—he said he is going to go to
2,300. So this bill doesn’t have anything
to do with what President Trump said
he is going to draw down in Afghani-
stan. If he wants to go below 2,000 or a
future President wants to go below
2,000, then he has to file a report. It
doesn’t say that he can’t do it. He has
to file a report.

I actually agree with Mr. GAETZ on
where we need to go in Afghanistan.
And I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, this
bill does nothing to prohibit the next
President, President Biden, from com-
pletely drawing down in Afghanistan.
That is a policy debate he will have.

So anyone who comes to the floor
and says they are voting against this
bill because of that is really not telling
the truth. That is not what this bill
does.

I also want to mention the top line
because that is a favorite argument on
our side to not vote for the bill. I will
let you in on a little secret: the defense
policy bill does not control how much
money we spend at the Pentagon.

I know that sounds a little odd, but it
doesn’t. The budget process does that.
And when we don’t have a budget proc-
ess because of how much things have
broken down, which has happened fre-
quently, then the Appropriations Com-
mittee decides how much we spend.
What we do is we decide how that gets
spent and the oversight of it.

A few years ago, Mr. COURTNEY
pushed us to do two submarines a year,
a great provision that saved a lot of
money. We can control that. But if you
think the Pentagon should spend more
than it is spending, or less, then your
beef is on the appropriations side. We
could take the tables out in terms of
the amount of money that we have in
this bill, and it wouldn’t change the
amount of money that is spent at the
Pentagon.

So, again, if you have a reason to
vote against the bill, that is great. But
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the top line, Afghanistan, those are not
valid reasons. This is an important
piece of legislation that has been un-
duly complicated by the fact that, of
all people, the President is one of the
people this year who, near the end of
the process, said: I want to fix that.

He wanted to fix something about
section 230 having to do with social
media platforms, and he went looking
for the only possible vehicle. Let me
just say to people on that issue, that
section is not going to be addressed in
this bill. You can not address section
230 and pass a defense bill; or you can
not address section 230 and not pass a
defense bill. There is no choice here
where you can do both, Mr. Speaker.

So please make the right choice.
Please recognize all of the incredibly
important bicameral, bipartisan provi-
sions that are contained in this bill.
This is one thing in a very tumultuous
time that we ought to be able to agree
on. There are enough provisions and
good policy in here for everyone in this
body.

Mr. Speaker, I want to close by
thanking everyone in this body. We
have worked together in this process. I
am now finishing up my 2 years as
chairman. My caucus, in their infinite
wisdom, has given me another 2 years
to do the job, but these first 2 years I
really enjoyed the process.

Members keep coming up to me and
saying: You have a terrible job, it must
be difficult, you have all these people
making all these demands.

I love what I do. I am in a position
with all the other team here to help
people. We don’t always succeed and we
don’t always get it done, but we have a
chance. Every Member of the House
and Senate, I think, have worked to-
gether, and we have produced an out-
standing product. Let us reward our-
selves for our work. Let us take care of
the troops, as we are supposed to do,
and pass this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, | rise to support
William M. (Mac) Thornberry National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2021. It is a
fitting tribute to the years of dedication and
work that Congressman THORNBERRY has
done in this body and, in particular, on na-
tional security issues.

In particular, this legislation contains Section
3510 that addresses and corrects a regulatory
mismatch of the manner in which a small pas-
senger vessel that operates in Southeast Alas-
ka is measured. Specifically, the M/V Liseron
(United States official number 971339), a con-
verted minesweeper that conducts overnight
passenger cruises in the eco-tourism trade in
Southeast Alaska, should be classified as hav-
ing the same regulatory tonnage for licensing
its crew as is used for its safety inspection
category (i.e., 100 gross tons), and the other
vessels in the same trade. For construction
and safety, the vessel meets all Coast Guard
standards. This section in essence aligns and
makes licensing requirements consistent with
all the other safety and inspection regulations
that apply to the M/V Liseron as a small pas-
senger vessel by deeming the M/V Liseron to
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be less than 100 gross tons for the purposes
of licensing and credentialing subject to some
conditions.

Operationally, the M/V Liseron has ten
staterooms and is limited to about 20 pas-
sengers. More critically, the vessel is currently
inspected by the Coast Guard as a small pas-
senger vessel in the 100 gross regulatory ton-
nage category. Notwithstanding that, the ves-
sel has a larger tonnage entered on its certifi-
cate of inspection due to the arcane nature of
the U.S. vessel admeasurement laws, rules
that govern the volumetric size of vessels.
Larger competitor vessels can be nearly 100
feet longer and carry 5 times the number of
passengers, yet they are considered to be in
the smaller 100 GT small passenger vessel
category for both licensing and inspection pur-
poses.

Needless to say, the M/V Liseron suffers
from the inequitable situation as the vessel
must compete with similar or larger vessels in
the eco-tourism trade that carry five times the
number of passengers. While the vessel is in-
spected and regulated for all safety purposes
in a lower tonnage category (i.e., 100 GT),
due to the higher tonnage rating entered on its
certificate of inspection, the M/V Liseron must
source crew from seafarers with deep water
credentials (i.e., 500 GT) rather than for the
shallower and protected waters of Southeast
Alaska. The inequity is underscored by the
fact that the M/V Liseron physically can fit
within the volumetric profile of its competitors,
yet the rules say it should be assigned a
measurement of being larger. This is a classic
example of the matryoshka principle. Further,
the vessel carries far fewer passengers than
its competitors.

This legislation prohibits the M/V Liseron
from undergoing any alteration of its size. It
also limits the operation while carrying pas-
senger to inland waters of the United States
so it will not go on deep sea oceangoing
cruises. Further the section permits 100 GT li-
censed crew members operate the vessel
while allowing the Coast Guard to add addi-
tional credentials in a justifiable case if the ex-
perience and training of the individual warrant
it. This does not mean additional credentials
must be required or are warranted in every in-
stance. My understanding is that the Coast
Guard already has authority to do this in exist-
ing regulation so no rulemaking is required
that would delay the implementation of this
provision. If the master and first mate can hold
100 GT licenses it should result in less turn-
over and more appropriately experienced per-
sonnel that will ultimately contribute to even
safer and more consistent operation of the
vessel. Only two positions are affected by this
legislation.

During the cruising season in Southeast
Alaska this vessel brings significant job oppor-
tunities and needed economic activity in local
businesses by the company and its cus-
tomers. The vessel enables tourists from
around the world to come and enjoy the fish-
ing and unparalleled scenic and natural beauty
that Alaska has to offer. This year the vessel
suffered the economic impact of the cancella-
tions due to the COVID-19. As a result, the
M/V Liseron has lost an entire season of rev-
enue due to cancellations. Continuing an artifi-
cial barrier such as having to hire crew in a
mismatched licensing category will only add to
the vessel's difficulties to recover from this
economic loss when they are able to resume
operations.
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In summary, | urge all of my colleagues to
join me to enact this legislation. By adjusting
the tonnage rating for licensing the M/V
Liseron's crew to be consistent with its safety
inspection category, the M/V Liseron would be
able to hire and retain more appropriate expe-
rienced crew familiar with Southeast Alaskan
waterways and small passenger vessel oper-
ations.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of the Conference Report associated
with H.R. 6395, the William M. (Mac) Thorn-
berry National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2021 (NDAA), which supports our
troops and includes critical provisions to re-
move Confederate symbols from our military.
The legislation also ensures our country re-
tains its leadership in artificial intelligence (Al),
cybersecurity, and semiconductor manufac-
turing. I'm proud that the conferenced NDAA
includes several provisions | authored or co-
sponsored.

The Global Al Index quantifies the Al arms
race among nations, and it has found that the
U.S. is ahead of China today but “experts pre-
dict China will overtake the U.S. in just five to
10 years.” This is why it's so critical we con-
tinue to invest in Al, especially as it relates to
national security.

The conferenced NDAA includes my bipar-
tisan and bicameral legislation, H.R. 7096, the
National Al Research Resource Task Force
Act, which establishes a task force of experts
from government, academia, and companies
(large and small) to develop a roadmap for a
national Al research cloud to make available
high-powered computing, large data sets, and
educational resources necessary for Al re-
search. The national Al research cloud ex-
pands access so that American universities
and companies can participate in Al R&D. My
bill appears as Section 5106 of the
conferenced NDAA.

My legislation is supported by Chairman
Eric Schmidt and Vice Chairman Bob Work of
the National Security Commission on Al; 12
leading public and private research univer-
sities, including Stanford, UC Berkeley, Prince-
ton, UCLA, and Ohio State; research and tech
nonprofits Mozilla, Open Al, and the Allen In-
stitute for Al; standards body IEEE-USA; lead-
ing technology companies, including Google,
Amazon, Microsoft, Oracle, and IBM; and
startups, including Calypso Al and Scale Al. |
thank Representatives ANTHONY GONZALEZ
and MIKIE SHERRILL, and Senators PORTMAN
and HEINRICH, for their partnership in advanc-
ing this highly important legislation.

I’'m proud to be a cosponsor of H.R. 6216,
the National Artificial Intelligence Initiative Act,
comprehensive and bipartisan legislation
which establishes an initiative to accelerate
and coordinate investments and partnerships
in Al research, standards, and education. This
legislation appears as Division E of the
conferenced NDAA, and it is a major invest-
ment in our country’s future that will pay divi-
dends for decades to come.

The conferenced NDAA also includes lan-
guage based on two Al-related amendments |
offered and the House adopted on July 20th.
House NDAA floor Amendment No. 131 re-
quires the Joint Atrtificial Intelligence Center
(JAIC) of the DOD to report on its contribution
to the development of Al standards in multi-
stakeholder bodies. House NDAA floor
Amendment No. 132 requires the JAIC to re-
port on the assignments servicemembers re-
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ceive after they complete their duty with the
JAIC. Both were adopted as part of H. Amdt.
841 to H.R. 6395 and appear in Section 231
of the conferenced NDAA.

| also cosponsored key technology provi-
sions of the conferenced NDAA. The CHIPS
for America Act, introduced by Reps. MATSUI
and MCCAUL, restores American leadership in
semiconductor manufacturing and appears as
Title XCIX of the conferenced NDAA. | thank
conferees for retaining a provision | authored
to ensure that small businesses are given
preference for grants authorized by the legisla-
tion (Section 9902(a)(2)(C)(ii)(1V)). A provision
establishing the role of the National Cyber Di-
rector within the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, based on the National Cyber Director
Act, which | cosponsored, appears as Section
1752 of the conferenced NDAA. This legisla-
tion is critical to help coordinate cybersecurity
at the highest levels of government.

| urge my colleagues to vote ‘YES’ on the
Conference Report for H.R. 6395.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H.R. 6395, the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2021. This legislation authorizes the funding
for a national defense strategy that is built on
Democratic principles and advances American
values.

As Dean of the Texas Congressional Dele-
gation, | would be remiss if | did not briefly
take a moment to recognize and acknowledge
Congressman MAC THORNBERRY—a longtime
colleague of mine and the namesake for this
bill—for his service to our country. | wish him
and his family a fruitful retirement.

This year's National Defense Authorization
Act reflects the priorities of the American peo-
ple. As an appointee on the NDAA conference
committee, | was proud to fight for the inclu-
sion of key bipartisan provisions like a pay
raise for our servicemembers, expanded paid
parental leave for civiian DOD employees,
and new investments to combat climate
change in the final version of the bill.

The Congressional Black Caucus played a
critical role in the shaping of this legislation.
Among the several bold initiatives ushered
through the House, Senate, and conference
deliberations by the CBC is the establishment
of a commission to rename military installa-
tions that honor Confederate officers. This pro-
posal, paired with the required modification or
removal of any symbols, monuments, and par-
aphernalia that commemorate the Confed-
eracy, is a necessary step in achieving racial
equity in the military.

Mr. Speaker, despite the President's veto
threat, | look forward to the passage and en-
actment of this legislation.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of the conference report to the National
Defense Authorization Act for fiscal year 2021.

Combating illicit finance and targeting bad
actors is a nonpartisan issue. However, Con-
gress’ actions must be thoughtful and data-
driven.

An example of this is H.R. 2514, the
COUNTER Act, which is included in this con-
ference report. Division G is a compilation of
bipartisan policies that will modernize and re-
form the Bank Secrecy Act and anti-money
laundering regimes. These policies will
strengthen the Department of Treasury’s finan-
cial intelligence, anti-money laundering, and
counter terrorism programs. | would like to
thank Chairman CLEAVER and Ranking Mem-
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ber STIVERS for their work on this bill and the
language included in Division G.

In addition to Division G, the conference re-
port contains an amendment replacing the text
of H.R. 2513, the Corporate Transparency Act,
with new legislation. H.R. 2513, which passed
the House on October 22, 2019, and again as
an amendment to H.R. 6395 on July 21, 2020,
attempted to establish a new beneficial owner-
ship information reporting regime to assist law
enforcement in tracking down terrorists and
other bad actors who finance terrorism and il-
licit activities. But, it did so to the detriment of
America’s small businesses.

Beneficial ownership information is the per-
sonally identifiable information (PIl) on a com-
pany’s beneficial owners. This information is
currently collected and held by financial institu-
tions prior to a company gaining access to our
financial system.

However, bad actors and nation states,
such as China and Russia, are becoming
more proficient in using our financial system to
support illicit activity. As bad actors become
more sophisticated, so to must our tools to
deter and catch them. One such tool is identi-
fying the beneficial owners of shell companies,
which are used as fronts to launder money
and finance terrorism or other illicit activity.
Beneficial ownership information assists law
enforcement to better target these bad actors.

Although well-intentioned, H.R. 2513 had
numerous deficiencies in its reporting regime.
First, H.R. 2513 placed numerous reporting
and costly reporting requirements on small
businesses. It lacked protections to properly
protect small businesses’ personal information
stored with a little-known government office
within the Department of Treasury—known as
FinCEN. The bill authorized access to this
sensitive information without any limitation on
who could access the information and when it
could be accessed. Finally, it failed to hold
FinCEN accountable for its actions.

The text of H.R. 2513 is replaced with new
language that | negotiated, along with Senate
Banking Committee Chairman CRAPO. This
substitute, which is reflected in Division F of
the conference report, is a significant improve-
ment over the House-passed bill in three key
areas.

First, Division F limits the burdens on small
businesses. Unlike H.R. 2513, the language
included in the conference report protects our
nation’s small businesses. It prevents duplica-
tive, burdensome, and costly reporting require-
ments for beneficial ownership data from
being imposed in two ways. It rescinds the
current beneficial ownership reporting regime
set out in 31 CFR 1010.230 (b)—(j), which is
costly and burdensome to small businesses.
Rescinding these provisions ensures that it
cannot be used in a future rule to impose an-
other duplicative, reporting regime on Amer-
ica’s small businesses. In addition, Division F
requires the Department of Treasury to mini-
mize the burdens the new reporting regime
will have on small businesses, including elimi-
nating any duplicative requirements.

House Republicans ensured the directive to
minimize burdens on small businesses is ful-
filled. Division F directs the Secretary of the
Treasury to report to the House Committee on
Financial Services and the Senate Committee
on Banking annually for the first three years
after the new rule is promulgated. The report
must assess: the effectiveness of the new
rule; the steps the Department of Treasury
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took to minimize the reporting burdens on re-
porting entities, including eliminating duplica-
tive reporting requirements, and the accuracy
of the new rule in targeting bad actors. The
Department of Treasury is also required to
identify the alternate procedures and stand-
ards that were considered and rejected in de-
veloping its new reporting regime. This report
will help the Committees understand the effec-
tiveness of the new rule in identifying and
prosecuting bad actors. Moreover, it will give
the Committees the data needed to under-
stand whether the reporting threshold is suffi-
cient or should be revised.

Second, Division F includes the strongest
privacy and disclosure protections for Amer-
ica’s small businesses as it relates to the col-
lection, maintenance, and disclosure of bene-
ficial ownership information. The new protec-
tions set out in Division F ensure that small
business beneficial ownership information will
be protected just like an individual’s tax return
information. The protections in Division F mir-
ror or exceed the protections set out in 26
U.S.C. 6103, including:

1. Agency Head Certification. Division F
requires an agency head or designee to cer-
tify that an investigation or law enforce-
ment, national security or intelligence ac-
tivity is authorized and necessitates access
to the database. Designees may only be iden-
tified through a process that mirrors the
process followed by the Department of Treas-
ury for those designations set out in 26
U.S.C. 6103.

2. Semi-annual Certification of Protocols.
Division F requires an Agency head to make
a semi-annual certification to the Secretary
of the Treasury that the protocols for access-
ing small business ownership data ensure
maximum protection of this critically im-
portant information. This requirement is
non-delegable.

3. Court authorization of State, Local and
Tribal law enforcement requests. Division F
requires state, local and tribal law enforce-
ment officials to obtain a court authoriza-
tion from the court system in the local juris-
diction. Obtaining a court authorization is
the first of two steps state, local and tribal
governments must take prior to accessing
the database. Separately, state, local and
tribal law enforcement agencies must com-
ply with the protocols and safeguards estab-
lished by the Department of Treasury.

4. Limited Disclosure of Beneficial Owner-
ship Information. Division F prohibits the
Secretary of Treasury from disclosing the re-
quested beneficial ownership information to
anyone other than a law enforcement or na-
tional security official who is directly en-
gaged in the investigation.

5. System of Records. Division F requires
any requesting agency to establish and
maintain a system of records to store bene-
ficial ownership information provided di-
rectly by the Secretary of the Treasury.

6. Penalties for Unauthorized Disclosure.
Division F prohibits unauthorized disclo-
sures. Specifically, the agreement reiterates
that a violation of appropriate protocols, in-
cluding unauthorized disclosure or use, is
subject to criminal and civil penalties (up to
five years in prison and $250,000 fine).

Third, Division F contains the necessary
transparency, accountability and oversight pro-
visions to ensure that the Department of
Treasury promulgates and implements the
new beneficial ownership reporting regime as
intended by Congress. Specifically, Division F
requires each requesting agency to establish
and maintain a permanent, auditable system
of records describing: each request, how the
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information is used, and how the beneficial
ownership information is secured. It requires
requesting agencies to furnish a report to the
Department of Treasury describing the proce-
dures in place to ensure the confidentiality of
the beneficial ownership information provided
directly by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Separately, Division F requires two addi-
tional audits. First, it directs the Secretary of
Treasury to conduct an annual audit to deter-
mine whether beneficial ownership information
is being collected, stored and used as in-
tended by Congress. Separately, Division F di-
rects the Government Accountability Office to
conduct an audit for five years to ensure that
the Department of Treasury and requesting
agencies are using the beneficial ownership
information as set out in Division F. This is the
same audit that GAO conducts as it relates to
the Department of Treasury’s collection, main-
tenance and protection of tax return informa-
tion. This information will ensure that Con-
gress has independent data on the efficacy of
the reporting regime and whether confiden-
tiality is being maintained.

Division F also requires the Department of
Treasury to issue an annual report on the total
number of court authorized requests received
by the Secretary to access the database. The
report must detail the total number of court au-
thorized requests approved and rejected and a
summary justifying the action. This report to
Congress will ensure the Department of
Treasury does not misuse its authority to ei-
ther approve or reject court authorized re-
quests.

Finally, Division F requires the Director of
FinCEN, who is responsible for implementing
this reporting regime, to testify annually for
five years. This testimony is critical. For far too
long FinCEN has evaded any type of congres-
sional check on its activities. Yet, it has
amassed a great deal of authority. Now, Con-
gress will shine a light on its operations. It is
my expectation that FInCEN will provide Con-
gress with hard data on its effectiveness in
targeting bad actors, including the effective-
ness of this new authority to collect, maintain,
and use beneficial ownership information.

One final comment about the importance of
FinCEN’s annual testimony. In the months
leading up to the House’s consideration of
H.R. 2513 last October, | sought data from
FinCEN and from the Treasury Department,
along with the Department of Justice, to better
understand the need for this legislation. No
such data was forthcoming. Rather, FinCEN
gave anecdotes of very scary stories to justify
the need for a new reporting regime. It is my
expectation that FinCEN will provide Congress
with the necessary data to justify this new re-
porting regime and the burdens it is placing on
legitimate companies.

I will conclude by thanking Chairwoman
MALONEY for her work over the last twelve
years on this issue and her willingness to work
with me to strengthen this bill. | believe we
have a better product.

| urge my colleagues to support the con-
ference agreement.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, the conference
report to accompany H.R. 6395, the National
Defense Authorization Act, includes my bills
ensuring my district, the Northern Mariana |s-
lands, and other insular areas are included in
additional federal programs as well as improv-
ing career education for military spouses.

Businesses in the Marianas will have further
access to federal Small Business Administra-
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tion programs under the terms of my Northern
Mariana Islands Small Business Development
Act, included in the final version of the NDAA.
My bill, H.R. 6021, makes the Marianas eligi-
ble for funding to establish a Small Business
Development Center Lead Center. With addi-
tional funding, small businesses on Saipan,
Tinian and Rota will have improved access to
free or low-cost services such as incubator
workspaces for entrepreneurs, business plan-
ning, operations, and other areas required for
small business start-up, growth and success.
It will, also, provide technical assistance from
the Federal and State Technology program to
Marianas small businesses interested in seed
funding from the Small Business Innovation
Research and Small Business Technology
Transfer programs.

The NDAA also includes the two bills | au-
thored to expand education opportunities in
our islands. H.R. 6786 includes the Marianas
in the Defense Department's STARBASE edu-
cation program, which aims to improve stu-
dents’ skills in the STEM fields (science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math). STARBASE
partners military installations with schools hav-
ing high proportions of economically and edu-
cationally disadvantaged students.

Additionally included in the NDAA is my bill,
H.R. 4614, adding the Marianas and other in-
sular areas to the national AMBER alert sys-
tem for finding missing children. AMBER alerts
mobilize the community via radio, TV, and text
messages and have helped locate almost one
thousand children, since the system was cre-
ated in 1996. My AMBER Alerts Nationwide
Act will give law enforcement in the Marianas
the financial and technical resources from the
U.S. Departments of Justice and Transpor-
tation to implement AMBER alerts in our com-
munity, hopefully saving lives. My bill also
seeks to close gaps in coverage nationwide by
specifying airports, seaports, and border
crossing areas.

And H.R. 7112, the Military Spouse Career
Education Act, will help the spouses of service
members finish their college degrees more
quickly and get the training needed to re-li-
cense in their professions, when they must
move to a new location under military orders.
The spouses will be able to have the costs re-
imbursed for national tests like CLEP pro-
viding college credit and for required con-
tinuing education courses to maintain their ca-
reer credentials.

| urge the adoption of the conference report,
S0 we can be sure that military spouses have
more support in starting and maintaining ca-
reers, more small businesses in our country
can fully benefit from the SBDC and FAST
programs, more students can benefit from
STEM education, and more lives can be
saved with the help of AMBER Alerts.

| thank Chairman SMITH, Chairwoman
VELAZQUEZ, Chairman NADLER, Chairman
DEFAzIO, Senator HIRONO, Senator SCHATZ,
and Representatives GABBARD, HOULAHAN,
and BANKS for all their support to include into
the NDAA these important measures.

| ask my colleagues to support adoption of
the conference report to accompany H.R.
6395.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, today | rise
in support of the fiscal year 2021 National De-
fense Authorization Act (NDAA). | would like to
start by thanking Chairman SMITH, Ranking
Member THORNBERRY, and the House Armed
Services Committee staff who have worked



H6934

tirelessly throughout this past year to get us to
this point. It's a good bill and | encourage my
colleagues to support the conference report.
As the Chairman of the Readiness Sub-
committee, | worked closely with members on
and off the committee to ensure the bill ad-
dressed key priority areas affecting our mili-

tary.
First, the bill includes a number of bipartisan
provisions aimed at addressing climate

change. The bill does the following: requires
an update to the Department of Defense Cli-
mate Change Roadmap; requires a report on
the implementation of provisions from the
FY2020 National Defense Authorization Act
related to installation master planning, updates
to the Unified Facilities Criteria, sea-level rise
modeling, and climate assessment tools; in-
cludes an alternative fuel vehicle pilot program
to require the military departments to expand
their use of alternative fuel non-tactical vehi-
cles to increase the use of hybrid and EV ve-
hicles; requires the Department to submit a re-
port on its greenhouse gas emissions for the
last 10 years within 180 days of enactment;
requires the Department to invest in research
and development of advanced water har-
vesting technologies that would aid in ad-
dressing water security issues in areas im-
pacted by drought due to climate change; ex-
pands the Department’s ability to use installa-
tion resilience authorities to support climate re-
siliency projects at National Guard Facilities
owned by the State; and requires the military
services to assess their water use at installa-
tions in regions experiencing water scarcity,
maximize use of landscaping practices that re-
duce water usage, and improve their water
conservation.

The bill also includes provisions that ad-
dress energy resiliency for military bases, in-
cluding the following: requires a report on ef-
forts taken to ensure fuel consumption, dis-
tribution, and logistics are being considered
across the Department and that steps are
being taken to reduce consumption of fossil
fuels by 30 percent in 25 years to reduce the
number of resupply convoys and oilers re-
quired in a contested environment; requires
the Department of Defense to institute energy
metering on critical military facilities to assess
the energy requirements and plan to ensure
resilient power sources for these facilities; es-
tablishes a pilot program to develop microgrids
on military installations that integrate emer-
gency diesel generators to demonstrate how
microgrid emergency diesel generator backup
power could create efficiencies and resiliency
while reducing costs and emissions; promotes
the use of on-site energy production to pro-
mote military installation energy resiliency and
energy security; requires an assessment of
the Department’s installation and operational
energy usage; re-establishes the Operational
Energy Capability Improvement Fund, which
was eliminated in the budget request, and au-
thorizes $65 million to demonstrate and field
technologies that reduce fuel consumption and
logistics; establishes an Operational Energy
budget line to enhance transparency and con-
gressional oversight of the Department’s ef-
forts to reduce fossil fuel usage and make
conservation gains on operational platforms;
and requires the Comptroller General to as-
sess the Department’s progress towards meet-
ing net zero goals for installations to include
an assessment of the cultural and legislative
barriers to meeting these goals.
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The bill continues efforts to address con-
tamination  associated with per- and
polyfluorinated compounds around military in-
stallations, including the following provisions:
requires the Secretary of Defense to notify all
agricultural operations in an area where cov-
ered PFAS has been detected in groundwater
that is suspected to originate from use of fire-
fighting foam on a military installation; requires
the Department of Defense to notify the con-
gressional defense committees when there
has been an uncontrolled release of PFAS-
containing firefighting agent; establishes a
prize that can be awarded by the Secretary of
Defense for innovative research that results in
a viable replacement agent for firefighting
foam that does not contain PFAS; requires the
Department of Defense to survey and report
on non-firefighting agent technologies, such as
hangar flooring and firefighting equipment, that
will help facilitate the phase-out of PFAS con-
taining firefighting agents; makes technical
corrections to the FY2020 National Defense
Authorization Act to ensure that all National
Guard installations are eligible for funding
under the Defense Environmental Restoration
Account for PFAS remediation; establishes an
interagency coordinating body for PFAS re-
search; prohibits the Department of Defense
from procuring certain items containing PFAS,
including cookware, carpets, and upholstery
with stain-resistant coatings; authorizes the
Department to work with private entities to
spur research, development and testing of
PFAS-free fire-fighting agents; requires the
National Institute of Standard and Technology
to study the safety of firefighting equipment
with respect to protecting fire fighters from
PFAS, and conduct research on improving the
safety of this equipment; authorizes $90 mil-
lion for research lines that support develop-
ment of PFAS remediation and disposal tech-
nologies and firefighting agent replacement;
and authorizes a total of $1.4 billion for envi-
ronmental remediation and BRAC accounts
which support a range of remediation activi-
ties, to include those related to PFAS, at cur-
rent military installations, formerly utilized de-
fense sites, and installations closed by BRAC.

The bill also builds on the Committee’s pre-
vious legislative and oversight activities to en-
sure that military personnel and their families
live in quality housing and that the Department
and private housing partners are responsive to
resident concerns. The bill does the following:
requires a report on the oversight of known
environmental hazards in government owned
family housing, including overseas housing;
requires the Department of Defense to report
on the feasibility of standardizing privatized
housing performance metrics to better allow
the Department to track trends across the
housing enterprise; for future and renegotiated
privatized housing agreements, requires that
funding for housing maintenance and recapi-
talization be prioritized ahead of housing man-
agement and other fees in the payment struc-
ture; updates minimum health and safety
standards for all military base housing, re-
quires transparency for private housing com-
pany contract performance fees, and requires
a report on the status of other military housing
reforms; increases transparency by requiring
DOD to notify Congress of large expenditures
coming from the family housing reinvestment
accounts; repeals the provision in Title 10 that
allowed the Department of Defense to place
families in substandard housing units; requires
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the Secretary of Defense to implement Comp-
troller General recommendations for improve-
ment of military family housing; and authorizes
an additional $60 million for oversight and im-
provement of the Military Housing Privatization
Initiative (MHPI) program and to continue ad-
dressing environmental and maintenance
issues in government-owned family housing.

Other important provisions that | am pleased
are in the conference report include the fol-
lowing: establishes an independent commis-
sion to make binding recommendations to the
Secretary of Defense for the modification or
removal of all names, symbols, displays,
monuments, and paraphernalia that honor or
commemorate the Confederate States of
America or any person who served voluntarily
with the Confederate States of America from
all assets of the Department of Defense;
amends the national emergency military con-
struction authority (10 USC 2808) to set an
annual limit of $100 million for the domestic
use of the authority and $500 million for over-
seas projects, with an exception for medical
projects that may be necessary to support re-
sponse to a health emergency or pandemic;
does not backfill military construction funds
stolen for the border wall; makes technical
corrections to the Paid Parental Leave benefit
provided through the FY20 National Defense
Authorization Act to ensure that Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Department of Veterans
Affairs, and certain other civilian employees in-
advertently omitted from the legislation receive
the paid parental leave benefit; establishes the
Office of Local Defense Community Coopera-
tion and codifies in law the Department of De-
fense entity that runs the Joint Land Use
Study, DOD Schools, Defense Community In-
frastructure Program, and Defense Manufac-
turing Community Support Program to ensure
stability and effective community engagement;
authorizes $50 million for the Defense Com-
munity Infrastructure Program (DCIP) and
clarifies congressional intent with respect to
the implementation of the program; provides
long overdue benefits to Vietnam-Era Vet-
erans, adding hypothyroidism, bladder cancer
and Parkinsonism to the Agent Orange Pre-
sumptive Conditions List; and prohibits retire-
ment of the RQ—4 or U-2 aircraft until specific
certifications or waivers have been provided to
Congress.

I’'m also pleased this NDAA includes a 3
percent pay raise for our troops and includes
several provisions that establish a National
Maritime Logistics Fleet to bolster America’s
maritime sector. This is accomplished by
strengthening US-flagged vessel requirements
for the transportation of military cargo and
fuels, creating a Tanker Security Program to
address the shortfall in US-flagged, US-
crewed tankers, and requiring the Navy to ini-
tiate an affordable, domestic built sealift ship.
Strengthening our maritime logistics will bol-
ster our nation’s commercial shipping industry
and enhance our military’s capabilities by im-
proving the overarching defense industrial
base that supports each branch of our armed
services.

| am also pleased with the inclusion of the
remaining provision of my bill, H.R. 2617, the
Occupational and Environmental Transparency
Health Act, to require DoD to integrate infor-
mation from the Burn Pit Registry into
servicemembers’ Electronic Health Records to
aid in the collection, documentation, and track-
ing of any exposures to Occupational Environ-
mental Health (OEH) hazards. The legislative
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intent of H.R. 2617 has been fully accom-
plished through the NDAA as last year's FY20
NDAA required DoD to input any OEH haz-
ards exposure into servicemembers’ records
while deployed so it is tracked throughout their
career and into veteran status.

Overall, | am proud of the Readiness Sub-
committee’s contribution to this year’s bill and
would like to thank the Readiness staff, Brian
Garrett, Jeanine Womble, Melanie Harris, Jay
Vallario, John Muller, Dave Sienicki, and Sean
Falvey, and my personal staff, Betsy Thomp-
son, Marcus Jones, and Danusia Hubah, for
their tireless work. Marcus and Danusia will be
departing the Hill after next week, and | would
like to personally thank them for their hard
work and sharing their expertise with us this
past year. Both Marcus and Danusia have
been invaluable members of my staff and we
will miss them dearly.

This bill helps advance our military’s near-
term readiness goals and drives the Depart-
ment to plan for and take action against long-
term threats. The conference report also au-
thorizes funding that will strengthen DOD and
the country’s ability to respond to potential
COVID-19 resurgence and other infectious
diseases in the future. With that, | urge my
colleagues to support the FY21 NDAA.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, section
6308 enhances U.S. law enforcement’s ability
to access international bank records to help
better ensure financial crimes are investigated.
| am supportive of this new and necessary
provision. This new authority allows the De-
partments of Treasury and Justice to issue
subpoenas requiring production of records re-
lating to accounts held by banks outside of the
United States. This new authority would create
a secondary mechanism for seeking discovery
from foreign banks separate from the Mutual
Legal Assistance Treaties (“MLATSs”) or other
multilateral or bilateral agreements the United
States currently maintains with many foreign
governments for this purpose. As the Depart-
ments of Justice and Treasury implement Sec-
tion 6308, | encourage them only to use this
new authority where a foreign bank operates
in a jurisdiction as to which no MLAT or other
information-sharing agreement exists or where
the relevant foreign government has not satis-
fied its obligations under an MLAT or other in-
formation-sharing agreement.

Many foreign countries restrict banks oper-
ating in their jurisdictions from sharing their
customers’ financial or personally identifiable
information (“PII'). As a result, subpoenas
issued under section 6308 may place foreign
banks in the difficult position of either violating
home country law or being in contempt for fail-
ure to comply with a subpoena issued by the
United States government. As a result, | be-
lieve it is appropriate for the Departments of
Justice and Treasury to take into consideration
conflict of laws situations to achieve the pur-
poses of Section 6308 while also maintaining
a respect for home country requirements.

Finally, 1 encourage the Departments of
Treasury and Justice to issue regulations es-
tablishing appropriate protocols to ensure that
the authority granted under section 6308 does
not supersede or supplant existing MLATs or
other multilateral or bilateral agreements be-
tween the United States and the relevant for-
eign government that are available for obtain-
ing records from a foreign bank.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in oppo-
sition to the Conference Report for H.R. 6395,
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the William M. (Mac) Thornberry National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2021.
This bill contains many important provisions
that should become law, but unfortunately
those laudable policies are outweighed by the
staggering cost and | cannot support the bill
as a whole.

| am grateful for the Conferees’ work to in-
clude language increasing treatment and ben-
efits for veterans by expanding the types of
diseases that are presumed connected with
exposure to Agent Orange. | also strongly
support the pay increase for our troops, the
removal of names and symbols associated
with the racist legacy of the Confederacy, and
the bolstering of paid parental leave policies
across the federal government. | commend
Chairman SMITH for his ongoing work to ad-
vance legislation that improves the military’s
prevention of sexual assault and support for
survivors, takes encouraging steps to address
climate change, and prevents the misuse of
taxpayer money on a wasteful border wall. In
response to authoritarian tactics by federal
agents in Portland, Oregon, and elsewhere,
the Chairman and House Conferees also
achieved bipartisan support for a policy |
championed requiring that any federal forces
responding to a protest or civil disturbance by
clearly identifiable.

| cannot ignore, however, the unprece-
dented amount of military spending that this
legislation would authorize. Amid a national
crisis precipitated by a global pandemic, voting
to allow billions of dollars to be spent on
weapons is unjustifiable when our commu-
nities desperately need food and housing se-
curity, access to childcare, affordable health
care, and small business support. We must
not accept the notion that annual increases in
defense spending are somehow inevitable and
can be rationalized as modest when adding
just one percent costs billions of dollars that
should instead be invested domestically in
schools or infrastructure.

| do not take this vote lightly and my com-
mitment to providing for our servicemembers
remains steadfast. It is a complex and chal-
lenging task to responsibly fund our national
defense, but | am confident that we can main-
tain adequate security while reining in the im-
mense and ever-increasing sums that end-
lessly pour into the military-industrial complex.
| look forward to continued engagement with
my colleagues as we address these difficult
issues.

0 1400

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to the order of the House of
Thursday, December 3, 2020, the pre-
vious question is ordered.

The question is on the adoption of
the conference report.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3 of House Resolution
965, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 8, 2020.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 8, 2020, at 11:44 a.m.:

That the Senate agreed to Relative to the
death of the Honorable Roger William Jep-
sen, former United States Senator for the
State of Iowa S. Res. 795.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 1503.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 4761.

That the Senate passed with amendments
H.R. 5273.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON,
Clerk.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
McCoLLUM). Pursuant to clause 8 of
rule XX, the Chair will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on motions to
suspend the rules on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

———

WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2020

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 1811) to make technical correc-
tions to the America’s Water Infra-
structure Act of 2018, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1811

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘“Water Resources Development Act of

2020.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Secretary defined.

TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS

101. Budgetary treatment expansion
and adjustment for the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund.

Authorization of appropriations for
navigation.

Annual report to Congress on the
Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund.

Additional measures at donor ports
and energy transfer ports.

Construction of water resources de-
velopment projects by non-Fed-
eral interests.

Sec.

Sec. 102.

Sec. 103.

Sec. 104.

Sec. 105.
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118.
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127.
128.
129.
130.
131.
132.
133.
134.
135.

136.
137.

138.
139.
140.
141.
142.

143.
144.

145.
146.

147.

148.
149.
150.
151.
152.

153.
154.

155.

Coast Guard anchorages.

State contribution of funds for cer-
tain operation and maintenance
costs.

Great Lakes confined disposal fa-
cilities.

Inland waterway projects.
Implementation of water resources
principles and requirements.

Resiliency planning assistance.

Project consultation.

Review of resiliency assessments.

Small flood control projects.

Flood Protection Projects.

Feasibility studies; review of nat-
ural and nature-based features.

Federal interest determination.

Pilot programs on the formulation
of Corps of Engineers projects
in rural communities and eco-
nomically disadvantaged com-
munities.

Permanent measures to reduce
emergency flood fighting needs
for communities subject to re-
petitive flooding.

Emergency response to natural dis-
asters.

Cost and benefit feasibility assess-
ment.

Expediting repairs and recovery
from flooding.

Review of Corps of Engineers as-
sets.

Sense of Congress on multipurpose
projects.

Beneficial use of dredged material;
dredged material management
plans.

Aquatic ecosystem restoration for
anadromous fish.

Annual report to Congress on water
resources infrastructure.

Harmful algal bloom demonstra-
tion program.

Missouri River interception-rearing
complex construction.

Materials, services, and funds for
repair, restoration, or rehabili-
tation of projects.

Levee safety.

National Dam Safety Program.

Rehabilitation of Corps of Engi-
neers constructed pump sta-
tions.

Non-Federal Project Implementa-
tion Pilot Program.

Cost sharing provisions for terri-
tories and Indian Tribes.

Review of contracting policies.

Criteria for funding environmental
infrastructure projects.

Aging infrastructure.

Uniformity of notification systems.

Coastal storm damage reduction

contracts.

Dam remediation for ecosystem
restoration.

Levee accreditation process; levee
certifications.

Project partnership agreement.

Acceptance of funds for harbor
dredging.

Replacement capacity.

Reviewing hydropower at Corps of
Engineers facilities.

Repair and restoration of embank-
ments.

Coastal mapping.

Interim risk reduction measures.

Maintenance dredging permits.

High water-low water preparedness.

Treatment of certain benefits and
costs.

Lease deviations.

Sense of Congress on Arctic deep
draft port development.

Small water storage projects.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

158.

159.
160.

161.

162.

163.

Planning Assistance to States.

Forecast-informed reservoir oper-
ations.

Data for water allocation, supply,
and demand.

Inland waterways pilot program.

Definition of economically dis-
advantaged community.

Studies of water resources develop-
ment projects by non-Federal
interests.

Leveraging Federal infrastructure
for increased water supply.

Sense of Congress on removal of
unauthorized, manmade, flam-
mable materials on Corps prop-
erty.

Sec. 164. Enhanced development program.
Sec. 165. Continuing authority programs.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

202.
208.

204.

205.
206.

207.

208.

209.

210.

211.

212.

213.

214.

215.

216.

217.

218.

219.
220.

221.

222.
223.
224.

225.
226.

227.
228.
229.

230.

TITLE II-STUDIES AND REPORTS
201.

Authorization of proposed feasi-
bility studies.

Expedited completions.

Expedited modifications of existing
feasibility studies.

Assistance to non-Federal sponsors;
feasibility analysis.

Selma, Alabama.

Report on Corps of Engineers facili-
ties in Appalachia.

Additional studies under North At-
lantic Coast Comprehensive
Study.

South Atlantic coastal study.

Comprehensive study of the Sac-
ramento River, Yolo Bypass,
California.

Lake Okeechobee regulation sched-
ule, Florida.

Great Lakes
study.

Report on the status of restoration
in the Louisiana coastal area.

coastal resiliency

Lower Mississippi River com-
prehensive management study.

Upper Mississippi River Com-
prehensive Plan.

Upper Missouri River Basin
mainstem dam fish loss re-
search.

Lower and Upper Missouri River
Comprehensive Flood Protec-
tion.

Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua
River and Rye Harbor, New
Hampshire.

Cougar and Detroit Dams, Willam-
ette River Basin, Oregon.

Port Orford, Oregon.

Wilson Creek and Sloan Creek,
Fairview, Texas.

Study on water supply and water
conservation at water resources
development projects.

Report to Congress on authorized
studies and projects.

Completion of reports and mate-
rials.

Emergency flooding protection for
lakes.

Report on debris removal.

Report on antecedent hydrologic
conditions.

Subsurface drain systems research
and development.

Report on corrosion prevention ac-
tivities.

Annual reporting on dissemination
of information.

Report on benefits calculation for
flood control structures.

TITLE III-DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND

Sec. 301. Deauthorization

MODIFICATIONS
of inactive

projects.

Sec. 302. Abandoned and inactive noncoal

mine restoration.
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156.
157.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

303.
304.
305.

306.

307.

308.

309.

310.

311.

312.
313.

314.
315.
316.
311.

318.

319.

320.
321.

322.
323.
324.
325.
326.

321.

328.

329.

330.
331.

332.
333.

334.

335.
336.

331.
338.
339.
340.
341.
342.
343.
344.

345.
346.

3417.
348.

349.
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Tribal partnership program.

Lakes program.

Rehabilitation of Corps of Engi-
neers constructed dams.

Chesapeake Bay Environmental
Restoration and Protection
Program.

Upper Mississippi River System En-
vironmental Management Pro-
gram.

Upper Mississippi River protection.

Theodore Ship Channel, Mobile,
Alabama.
McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River

Navigation System.

Ouachita and Black Rivers, Arkan-
sas and Louisiana.

Lake Isabella, California.

Lower San Joaquin River flood con-
trol project.
Sacramento River,

California.

San Diego River and Mission Bay,
San Diego County, California.

San Francisco, California, Water-
front Area.

Western Pacific Interceptor Canal,
Sacramento River, California.

Rio Grande Environmental Man-
agement Program, Colorado,
New Mexico, and Texas.

New London Harbor Waterfront
Channel, Connecticut.

Wilmington Harbor, Delaware.

Wilmington Harbor South Disposal
Area, Delaware.

Washington Harbor, District of Co-
lumbia.

Big Cypress Seminole Indian Res-
ervation Water Conservation
Plan, Florida.

Central Everglades, Florida.

Miami River, Florida.

Julian Keen, Jr. Lock and Dam,
Moore Haven, Florida.

Taylor Creek Reservoir and Levee
L-73 (Section 1), Upper St.
Johns River Basin, Florida.

Extinguishment of flowage ease-
ments, Rough River Lake, Ken-
tucky.

Calcasieu River and Pass,
isiana.

Camden Harbor, Maine.

Cape Porpoise Harbor, Maine, an-
chorage area designation.

Baltimore, Maryland.

Thad Cochran Lock and Dam,
Amory, Mississippi.

Missouri river reservoir sediment
management.

Portsmouth, New Hampshire.
Rahway flood risk management
feasibility study, New Jersey.
San Juan-Chama project; Abiquiu

Dam, New Mexico.

Flushing Bay and Creek Federal
Navigation Channel, New York.

Rush River and Lower Branch Rush
River, North Dakota.

Pawcatuck River, Little Narragan-
sett Bay and Watch Hill Cove,
Rhode Island and Connecticut.

Harris County, Texas.

Cap Sante Waterway, Washington.

Local government reservoir permit
review.

Project modifications for improve-
ment of environment.

Aquatic ecosystem restoration.

Surplus water contracts and water
storage agreements.

No wake zones in navigation chan-
nels.

Limitation on contract execution
in the Arkansas River Basin.
Waiver of non-Federal share of
damages related to certain con-

tract claims.

Glenn-Colusa,

Lou-
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Sec. 350. Reduced pricing for certain water
supply storage.

Sec. 351. Flood control and other purposes.

Sec. 352. Additional assistance for critical
projects.

Sec. 353. Project modification authoriza-
tions.

Sec. 354. Completion of maintenance and re-
pair activities.

Sec. 355. Project reauthorizations.

Sec. 356. Conveyances.

Sec. 357. Lake Eufaula advisory committee.

Sec. 358. Repeal of Missouri River Task
Force, North Dakota.

Sec. 359. Repeal of Missouri River Task
Force, South Dakota.

Sec. 360. Conforming amendments.

TITLE IV—WATER RESOURCES
INFRASTRUCTURE

Sec. 401. Project authorizations.

Sec. 402. Special rules.

Sec. 403. Authorization of projects based on
feasibility studies prepared by
non-Federal interests.

TITLE V—OTHER MATTERS

Sec. 501. Update on Invasive Species Policy
Guidance.

Sec. 502. Aquatic invasive species research.

Sec. 503. Terrestrial noxious weed control
pilot program.

Sec. 504. Invasive species risk assessment,
prioritization, and manage-
ment.

Sec. 505. Invasive species mitigation and re-
duction.

Sec. 506. Aquatic invasive species preven-
tion.

Sec. 507. Invasive species in alpine lakes
pilot program.

Sec. 508. Murder hornet eradication pilot
program.

Sec. 509. Asian carp prevention and control
pilot program.

Sec. 510. Invasive species in noncontiguous
States and territories pilot pro-
gram.

Sec. 511. Soil moisture and snowpack moni-
toring.

Sec. 512. Great Lakes St. Lawrence Seaway
Development Corporation.

Sec. 513. Determination of budgetary ef-

fects.
SEC. 2. SECRETARY DEFINED.

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’” means
the Secretary of the Army.

TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 101. BUDGETARY TREATMENT EXPANSION
AND ADJUSTMENT FOR THE HAR-
BOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 14003 of division
B of the CARES Act (Public Law 116-136) is
amended to read as follows:

‘“SEC. 14003. Section 251(b)(2) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“‘(H) HARBOR MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES.—If,
for any fiscal year, appropriations for the
Construction, Mississippi River and Tribu-
taries, and Operation and Maintenance ac-
counts of the Corps of Engineers are enacted
that are derived from the Harbor Mainte-
nance Trust Fund established under section
9505(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
and that the Congress designates in statute
as being for harbor operations and mainte-
nance activities, then the adjustment for
that fiscal year shall be the total of such ap-
propriations that are derived from such Fund
and designated as being for harbor oper-
ations and maintenance activities, but shall
not exceed the sum of—

‘“‘(i) the amount deposited into the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund in the fiscal year
that is two years prior to the fiscal year for
which the adjustment is being made; and
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‘¢ 4(ii) $2,000,000,000.

¢““(I) CERTAIN HARBOR MAINTENANCE ACTIVI-
TIES.—If, for any of fiscal years 2021 through
2030, appropriations for the Operation and
Maintenance account of the Corps of Engi-
neers are enacted that the Congress des-
ignates in statute as being to carry out sub-
section (c) of section 2106 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2238c), then the adjustment for
that fiscal year shall be the total of such ap-
propriations for that fiscal year designated
as being to carry out such subsection, but
shall not exceed—

€“4(1) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2021;

€“¢(ii) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2022;

‘¢ 4(iii) $56,000,000 for fiscal year 2023;

““4(iv) $58,000,000 for fiscal year 2024;

¢“4(v) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2025;

““4(vi) $62,000,000 for fiscal year 2026;

¢¢4(vii) $64,000,000 for fiscal year 2027;

‘¢ ¢(viii) $66,000,000 for fiscal year 2028;

“4(ix) $68,000,000 for fiscal year 2029; and

““4(x) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2030.’.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the CARES Act
(Public Law 116-136).

SEC. 102. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR NAVIGATION.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out subsection
(c) of section 210 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238), for
each fiscal year, of the funds made available
under such section (including funds appro-
priated from the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund), the Secretary is authorized to make
expenditures to pay for operation and main-
tenance costs of the harbors and inland har-
bors referred to in subsection (a)(2) of such
section, to the extent there are identifiable
operations and maintenance needs, of—

(A) not less than 15 percent of such funds
for emerging harbor projects, including eligi-
ble breakwater and jetty needs at such har-
bor projects;

(B) not less than 13 percent of such funds
for projects that are located within the
Great Lakes Navigation System;

(C) 12 percent of such funds for expanded
uses carried out at donor ports and energy
transfer ports, of which—

(i) ¥ shall be provided to energy transfer
ports; and

(ii) 25 shall be provided to donor ports;

(D) not less than 17 percent of such funds
for projects that are assigned to commercial
strategic seaports; and

(E) any remaining funds for operation and
maintenance costs of any harbor or inland
harbor referred to in such subsection (a)(2)
based on an equitable allocation of such
funds among such harbors and inland har-
bors, in accordance with subsection (c)(1) of
such section 210.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) COMMERCIAL STRATEGIC SEAPORT.—The
term ‘‘commercial strategic seaport’” means
a commercial harbor supporting the coordi-
nation of efficient port operations during
peacetime and national defense emergencies
that is designated as strategic through the
National Port Readiness Network.

(B) DONOR PORT; ENERGY TRANSFER PORT.—
The terms ‘‘donor port’ and ‘‘energy transfer
port” have the meanings given those terms
in section 2106 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
2238c).

(C) EMERGING HARBOR PROJECT; GREAT
LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM.—The terms
‘“‘emerging harbor project’’ and ‘‘Great Lakes
Navigation System’ have the meanings
given those terms in section 210 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2238).
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(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection shall
take effect on October 1, 2022.

(b) ADDITIONAL USES.—

(1) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF HARBOR
PROJECTS.—Section 210(c)(3) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2238(¢)(3)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’ and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION.—Notwithstanding’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘(B) ADDITIONAL USES AT EMERGING HAR-
BORS.—

‘(i) UsSeEs.—In each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary may use not more than $5,000,000 of
funds allocated for emerging harbor projects
under paragraph (1) to pay for the costs of up
to 10 projects for maintenance dredging of a
marina or berthing area, in an emerging har-
bor, that includes an area that is located ad-
jacent to, or is accessible by, a Federal navi-
gation project, subject to clauses (ii) and (iii)
of this subparagraph.

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBLE EMERGING HARBORS.—The
Secretary may use funds as authorized under
clause (i) at an emerging harbor that—

“(I) supports commercial activities, in-
cluding commercial fishing operations, com-
mercial fish processing operations, rec-
reational and sport fishing, and commercial
boat yards; or

“(II) supports activities of the Secretary of
the department in which the Coast Guard is
operating.

“(iii) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.—The
Secretary shall require a non-Federal inter-
est to contribute not less than 25 percent of
the costs for maintenance dredging of that
portion of a maintenance dredging project
described in clause (i) that is located outside
of the Federal navigation project, which may
be provided as an in-kind contribution, in-
cluding through the use of dredge equipment
owned by non-Federal interest to carry out
such activities.”.

(2) ASSESSMENT OF HARBORS AND INLAND
HARBORS.—Section 210(e)(2)(A)(ii) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2238(e)(2)(A)(ii)) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘uses described in subsection (c)(3)(B)
and’ after ‘‘costs for’’.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—Section 210(f) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2238(f)) is amended—

(A) by striking paragraph (6);

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (3)
through (b) as paragraphs (4) through (6), re-
spectively;

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting
the following:

‘“(2) EMERGING HARBOR.—The term ‘emerg-
ing harbor’ means a harbor or inland harbor
referred to in subsection (a)(2) that transits
less than 1,000,000 tons of cargo annually.

‘“(3) EMERGING HARBOR PROJECT.—The term
‘emerging harbor project’ means a project
that is assigned to an emerging harbor.”’;
and

(D) in paragraph (4) (as so redesignated), by
adding at the end the following:

“(C) An in-water improvement, if the im-
provement—

‘(i) is for the seismic reinforcement of a
wharf or other berthing structure, or the re-
pair or replacement of a deteriorating wharf
or other berthing structure, at a port facil-
ity;

‘‘(ii) benefits commercial navigation at the
harbor; and

‘‘(iii) is located in, or adjacent to, a berth
that is accessible to a Federal navigation
project.

“(D) An activity to maintain slope sta-
bility at a berth in a harbor that is acces-
sible to a Federal navigation project if such
activity benefits commercial navigation at
the harbor.”.
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SEC. 103. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS ON THE
HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST
FUND.

Section 330 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (26 U.S.C. 9505 note; 106
Stat. 4851) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘and annually thereafter,”’
and inserting ‘‘and annually thereafter con-
current with the submission of the Presi-
dent’s annual budget request to Congress,”’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘Public Works and Trans-
portation’” and inserting ‘‘Transportation
and Infrastructure’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1) by adding at the end
the following:

‘(D) A description of the expected expendi-
tures from the trust fund to meet the needs
of navigation for the fiscal year of the budg-
et request.”.

SEC. 104. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR
PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER
PORTS.

(a) INTERIM AUTHORIZATION.—Section
2106(f) of the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2238c(f)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘2020’ and
inserting ‘‘2022’’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (3).

(b) IN GENERAL.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2106(a) of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2238c(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (3)(A)—

(i) by amending clause (ii) to read as fol-
lows:

‘(i) at which the total amount of harbor
maintenance taxes collected (including the
estimated taxes related to domestic cargo
and cruise passengers) comprise not less
than $15,000,000 annually of the total funding
of the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund on an
average annual basis for the previous 3 fiscal
years;’’;

(ii) in clause (iii)—

(I) by inserting ‘‘(including the estimated
taxes related to domestic cargo and cruise
passengers)’’ after ‘‘taxes collected’; and

(IT) by striking ‘5 fiscal years’’ and insert-
ing ‘3 fiscal years’’; and

(iii) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘in fiscal
year 2012 and inserting ‘‘on an average an-
nual basis for the previous 3 fiscal years’’;

(B) in paragraph (5)(B), by striking ‘‘in fis-
cal year 2012 each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘on an average annual basis for the
previous 3 fiscal years’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9) and inserting after paragraph (7)
the following:

‘(8) HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND.—
The term ‘Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund’
means the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund
established by section 9505 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986.”’; and

(D) in paragraph (9), as so redesignated—

(i) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
as follows:

‘(B) at which the total amount of harbor
maintenance taxes collected (including the
estimated taxes related to domestic cargo
and cruise passengers) comprise annually
more than $5,000,000 but less than $15,000,000
of the total funding of the Harbor Mainte-
nance Trust Fund on an average annual basis
for the previous 3 fiscal years;’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (C)—

(I) by inserting ‘‘(including the estimated
taxes related to domestic cargo and cruise
passengers)’’ after ‘‘taxes collected’; and

(IT) by striking ‘5 fiscal years’ and insert-
ing ‘3 fiscal years’’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘“in
fiscal year 2012’ and inserting ‘‘on an aver-
age annual basis for the previous 3 fiscal
years’’.
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(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS; AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 2106 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2238¢c) is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (e) and redesig-
nating subsections (f) and (g) as subsections
(e) and (f), respectively; and

(B) in subsection (e), as so redesignated, by
amending paragraph (1) to read as follows:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to carry out this section—

““(A) $56,000,000 for fiscal year 2023;

‘(B) $58,000,000 for fiscal year 2024;

““(C) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2025;

‘(D) $62,000,000 for fiscal year 2026;

‘“(E) $64,000,000 for fiscal year 2027;

““(F) $66,000,000 for fiscal year 2028;

‘(&) $68,000,000 for fiscal year 2029; and

““(H) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2030.”".

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this subsection shall take effect on
October 1, 2022.

SEC. 105. CONSTRUCTION OF WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-
FEDERAL INTERESTS.

(a) STUDIES AND ENGINEERING.—Section
204(c)(1) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232(c)(1)) is amended
by striking ‘‘under subsection (b)”’ and in-
serting ‘‘under this section’.

(b) ASSUMPTION OF MAINTENANCE OF A Lo-
CALLY PREFERRED PLAN.—Section 204(f) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232(f)) is amended to read as
follows:

¢“(f) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—

‘(1) ASSUMPTION OF MAINTENANCE.—When-
ever a non-Federal interest carries out im-
provements to a federally authorized harbor
or inland harbor, the Secretary shall be re-
sponsible for operation and maintenance in
accordance with section 101(b) if—

‘“(A) before construction of the improve-
ments—

‘(1) the Secretary determines that the im-
provements are feasible and consistent with
the purposes of this title; and

‘‘(i1) the Secretary and the non-Federal in-
terest execute a written agreement relating
to operation and maintenance of the im-
provements;

‘““(B) the Secretary certifies that the
project or separable element of the project is
constructed in accordance with applicable
permits and appropriate engineering and de-
sign standards; and

‘(C) the Secretary does not find that the
project or separable element is no longer fea-
sible.

‘(2) FEDERAL FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION IN
THE COSTS OF A LOCALLY PREFERRED PLAN.—
In the case of improvements determined by
the Secretary pursuant to paragraph (1)(A)@)
to deviate from the national economic devel-
opment plan, the Secretary shall be respon-
sible for all operation and maintenance costs
of such improvements, as described in sec-
tion 101(b), including costs in excess of the
costs of the national economic development
plan, if the Secretary determines that the
improvements satisfy the requirements of
paragraph (1).”.

(c) REPORT.—A non-Federal interest may
submit to the Secretary a report on improve-
ments to a federally authorized harbor or in-
land harbor to be carried out by the non-Fed-
eral interest, containing any information
necessary for the Secretary determine
whether the improvements satisfy the re-
quirements of section 204(f)(1) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2232), including—

(1) the economic justification for the im-
provements;

(2) details of the project improvement plan
and design;

(3) proposed arrangements for the work to
be performed; and
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(4) documents relating to any applicable
permits required for the project improve-
ments.

(d) PROJECT STUDIES SUBJECT TO INDE-
PENDENT PEER REVIEW.—The Secretary shall
not be required to subject a project study for
a project with a cost of less than $200,000,000,
which the Secretary determines satisfies the
requirements of section 204(f)(1) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2232), to independent peer review under sec-
tion 2034(a)(3)(A)(I) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C.
2343(a)(3)(A)(1)).-

SEC. 106. COAST GUARD ANCHORAGES.

The Secretary may perform dredging at
Federal expense within and adjacent to an-
chorages established by the Coast Guard pur-
suant to existing authorities.

SEC. 107. STATE CONTRIBUTION OF FUNDS FOR
CERTAIN OPERATION AND MAINTE-
NANCE COSTS.

In carrying out eligible operations and
maintenance activities within the Great
Lakes Navigation System pursuant to sec-
tion 210 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238) in a State that has
implemented any additional State limitation
on the disposal of dredged material in the
open waters of such State, the Secretary
may, pursuant to section 5 of the Act of June
22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h), receive from such
State, and expend, such funds as may be con-
tributed by the State to cover the additional
costs for operations and maintenance activi-
ties for a harbor or inland harbor within
such State that result from such limitation.
SEC. 108. GREAT LAKES CONFINED DISPOSAL FA-

CILITIES.

(a) MITIGATION.—The Secretary may relo-
cate access to the Port of Cleveland confined
disposal facility, owned or operated by a
non-Federal interest, in which material
dredged by the Corps of Engineers is placed.

(b) COST-SHARE.—The cost to relocate ac-
cess to the confined disposal facility de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be shared in
accordance with the cost share applicable to
operation and maintenance of the Federal
navigation project from which material
placed in the confined disposal facility is
dredged.

(c) TERMINATION.—The authority provided
under this section shall terminate on Decem-
ber 31, 2024.

SEC. 109. INLAND WATERWAY PROJECTS.

Notwithstanding section 102 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2212), for a project for navigation on the in-
land waterways receiving a construction ap-
propriation during any of fiscal years 2021
through 2031, 35 percent of the costs of con-
struction of the project shall be paid from
amounts appropriated from the Inland Wa-
terways Trust Fund until such construction
of the project is complete.

SEC. 110. IMPLEMENTATION OF WATER RE-
SOURCES PRINCIPLES AND RE-
QUIREMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall issue final agency-specific
procedures necessary to implement the prin-
ciples and requirements and the interagency
guidelines.

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF FUTURE WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.—The pro-
cedures required by subsection (a) shall en-
sure that the Secretary, in the formulation
of future water resources development
projects—

(1) develops such projects in accordance
with—

(A) the guiding principles established by
the principles and requirements; and

(B) the national water resources planning
policy established by section 2031(a) of the
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Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (42
U.S.C. 1962-3(a)); and

(2) fully identifies and analyzes national
economic development benefits, regional
economic development benefits, environ-
mental quality benefits, and other societal
effects.

(c) REVIEW AND UPDATE.—Every 5 years,
the Secretary shall review and, where appro-
priate, revise the procedures required by sub-
section (a).

(d) PuUBLIC REVIEW, NOTICE, AND COM-
MENT.—In issuing, reviewing, and revising
the procedures required by this section, the
Secretary shall—

(1) provide notice to interested non-Fed-
eral stakeholders of the Secretary’s intent to
revise the procedures;

(2) provide opportunities for interested
non-Federal stakeholders to engage with,
and provide input and recommendations to,
the Secretary on the revision of the proce-
dures; and

(3) solicit and consider public and expert
comments.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) INTERAGENCY GUIDELINES.—The term
“interagency guidelines’” means the inter-
agency guidelines contained in the document
finalized by the Council on Environmental
Quality pursuant to section 2031 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C.
1962-3) in December 2014, to implement the
principles and requirements.

(2) PRINCIPLES AND REQUIREMENTS.—The
term ‘‘principles and requirements’” means
the principles and requirements contained in
the document prepared by the Council on En-
vironmental Quality pursuant to section 2031
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2007 (42 U.S.C. 1962-3), entitled ‘‘Principles
and Requirements for Federal Investments
in Water Resources’, and dated March 2013.
SEC. 111. RESILIENCY PLANNING ASSISTANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 206(a) of the
Flood Control Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a(a))
is amended by inserting ‘‘, to avoid repet-
itive flooding impacts, to anticipate, pre-
pare, and adapt to changing climatic condi-
tions and extreme weather events, and to
withstand, respond to, and recover rapidly
from disruption due to the flood hazards”
after ‘‘in planning to ameliorate the flood
hazard’.

(b) PRIORITIZING FLOOD RISK RESILIENCY
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—In carrying out sec-
tion 206 of the Flood Control Act of 1960 (33
U.S.C. 709a), the Secretary shall prioritize
the provision of technical assistance to sup-
port flood risk resiliency planning efforts of
economically disadvantaged communities or
communities subject to repetitive flooding.
SEC. 112. PROJECT CONSULTATION.

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit the following re-
ports:

(1) The report required under section 1214
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (132 Stat. 3809).

(2) The report required under section
1120(a)(3) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1643).

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE UPDATES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In the formulation of
water development resources projects, the
Secretary shall comply with any existing Ex-
ecutive order regarding environmental jus-
tice in effect as of the date of enactment of
this Act to address any disproportionate and
adverse human health or environmental ef-
fects on minority communities, low-income
communities, and Indian Tribes.

(2) UPDATE.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall review, and shall update, where
appropriate, any policies, regulations, and
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guidance of the Corps of Engineers necessary
to implement any Executive order described
in paragraph (1) with respect to water re-
sources development projects.

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—In updating the poli-
cies, regulations, or guidance under para-
graph (2), the Secretary shall—

(A) provide notice to interested non-Fed-
eral stakeholders, including representatives
of minority communities, low-income com-
munities, and Indian Tribes;

(B) provide opportunities for interested
stakeholders to comment on potential up-
dates of policies, regulations, or guidance;

(C) consider the recommendations from the
reports submitted under subsection (a); and

(D) promote the meaningful involvement
of minority communities, low-income com-
munities, and Indian Tribes.

(¢c) COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT.—In carrying
out a water resources development project,
the Secretary shall, to the extent prac-
ticable—

(1) promote the meaningful involvement of
minority communities, low-income commu-
nities, and Indian Tribes;

(2) provide guidance and technical assist-
ance to such communities or Tribes to in-
crease understanding of the project develop-
ment and implementation activities, regula-
tions, and policies of the Corps of Engineers;
and

(3) cooperate with State, Tribal, and local
governments with respect to activities car-
ried out pursuant to this subsection.

(d) TRIBAL LANDS AND CONSULTATION.—In
carrying out water resources development
projects, the Secretary shall, to the extent
practicable and in accordance with the Trib-
al Consultation Policy affirmed and formal-
ized by the Secretary on November 1, 2012 (or
a successor policy)—

(1) promote meaningful involvement with
Indian Tribes specifically on any Tribal
lands near or adjacent to any water re-
sources development projects, for purposes of
identifying lands of ancestral, cultural, or
religious importance;

(2) consult with Indian Tribes specifically
on any Tribal areas near or adjacent to any
water resources development projects, for
purposes of identifying lands, waters, and
other resources critical to the livelihood of
the Indian Tribes; and

(3) cooperate with Indian Tribes to avoid,
or otherwise find alternate solutions with re-
spect to, such areas.

SEC. 113. REVIEW OF RESILIENCY ASSESSMENTS.

(a) RESILIENCY ASSESSMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
and in conjunction with the development of
procedures under section 110 of this Act, the
Secretary is directed to review, and where
appropriate, revise the existing planning
guidance documents and regulations of the
Corps of Engineers on the assessment of the
effects of sea level rise or inland flooding on
future water resources development projects
to ensure that such guidance documents and
regulations are based on the best available,
peer-reviewed science and data on the cur-
rent and future effects of sea level rise or in-
land flooding on relevant communities.

(2) COORDINATION.—In carrying out this
subsection, the Secretary shall—

(A) coordinate the review with the Engi-
neer Research and Development Center,
other Federal and State agencies, and other
relevant entities; and

(B) to the maximum extent practicable and
where appropriate, utilize data provided to
the Secretary by such agencies.

(b) ASSESSMENT OF BENEFITS FROM AD-
DRESSING SEA LEVEL RISE AND INLAND FLOOD-
ING RESILIENCY IN FEASIBILITY REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of a non-
Federal interest, in carrying out a feasibility
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study for a project for flood risk mitigation,
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction,
or ecosystem restoration under section 905 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282), the Secretary shall con-
sider whether the need for the project is
predicated upon or exacerbated by conditions
related to sea level rise or inland flooding.

(2) ADDRESSING SEA LEVEL RISE AND INLAND
FLOODING RESILIENCY BENEFITS.—To the max-
imum extent practicable, in carrying out a
study pursuant to paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall document the potential effects
of sea level rise or inland flooding on the
project, and the expected benefits of the
project relating to sea level rise or inland
flooding, during the 50-year period after the
date of completion of the project.

SEC. 114. SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS.

Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948
(33 U.S.C. 701s) is amended by inserting ¢,
and projects that use natural features or na-
ture-based features (as those terms are de-
fined in section 1184(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a(a))),” after ‘“‘nonstructural projects’.
SEC. 115. FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECTS.

(a) GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Section
73(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1974 (33 U.S.C. 701b-11(a)) is amended
by striking ‘“‘including’ and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
the following: ¢, with a view toward formu-
lating the most economically, socially, and
environmentally acceptable means of reduc-
ing or preventing flood damage, including—

‘(1) floodproofing of structures, including
through elevation;

““(2) floodplain regulation;

‘“(3) acquisition of floodplain land for rec-
reational, fish and wildlife, and other public
purposes;

‘“(4) relocation; and

““(5) the use of a feature described in sec-
tion 1184(a) of the Water Infrastructure Im-
provements for the Nation Act (33 U.S.C.
2289a(a)).”’.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
103(b) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213) is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
“NONSTRUCTURAL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS”’
and inserting ‘‘PROJECTS USING NON-
STRUCTURAL, NATURAL, OR NATURE-BASED
FEATURES”’; and

(2) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘nonstructural flood con-
trol measures” and inserting ‘‘a flood risk
management or hurricane and storm damage
risk reduction measure using a non-
structural feature, or a natural feature or
nature-based feature (as those terms are de-
fined in section 1184(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a(a))),”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘cash during construction
of the project’” and inserting ‘‘cash during
construction for a nonstructural feature if
the costs of land, easements, rights-of-way,
dredged material disposal areas, and reloca-
tions for such feature are estimated to ex-
ceed 35 percent’’.

SEC. 116. FEASIBILITY STUDIES; REVIEW OF NAT-
URAL AND NATURE-BASED FEA-
TURES.

(a) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 1149(c)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (33 U.S.C. 2282 note; 132 Stat. 3787) is
amended by striking ‘‘natural infrastructure
alternatives’ and inserting ‘‘natural feature
or nature-based feature alternatives (as such
terms are defined in section 1184 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2016 (32 U.S.C.
2289a))”.

(b) SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS.—To the max-
imum extent practicable, the Secretary shall
include in each feasibility report developed
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under section 905 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282) for a
project that contains a flood risk manage-
ment or hurricane and storm damage risk re-
duction element, a summary of the natural
feature or nature-based feature alternatives,
along with their long-term costs and bene-
fits, that were evaluated in the development
of the feasibility report, and, if such alter-
natives were not included in the rec-
ommended plan, an explanation of why such
alternatives were not included in the rec-
ommended plan.

SEC. 117. FEDERAL INTEREST DETERMINATION.

Section 905 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282) is amend-
ed by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing:

““(b) FEDERAL INTEREST DETERMINATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—

““(A) ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED COMMU-
NITIES.—In preparing a feasibility report
under subsection (a) for a study that will
benefit an economically disadvantaged com-
munity, upon request by the non-Federal in-
terest for the study, the Secretary shall first
determine the Federal interest in carrying
out the study and the projects that may be
proposed in the study.

“(B) OTHER COMMUNITIES.—

‘(i) AUTHORIZATION.—In preparing a feasi-
bility report under subsection (a) for a study
that will benefit a covered community, upon
request by the non-Federal interest for the
study, the Secretary may, with respect to
not more than 3 studies in each fiscal year,
first determine the Federal interest in car-
rying out the study and the projects that
may be proposed in the study.

‘‘(ii) COVERED COMMUNITIES.—In this sub-
paragraph, the term ‘covered community’
means a community that—

‘(I is not an economically disadvantaged
community; and

‘“(IT) the Secretary finds has a compelling
need for the Secretary to make a determina-
tion under clause (i).

‘(2) CoST SHARE.—The costs of a deter-
mination under paragraph (1)—

‘“(A) shall be at Federal expense; and

‘(B) shall not exceed $200,000.

‘“(3) DEADLINE.—A determination under
paragraph (1) shall be completed by not later
than 120 days after the date on which funds
are made available to the Secretary to carry
out the determination.

““(4) TREATMENT.—

““(A) TIMING.—The period during which a
determination is being completed under
paragraph (1) for a study shall not be in-
cluded for purposes of the deadline to com-
plete a final feasibility report under section
1001(a)(1) of the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act of 2014 (@33 U.S.C.
2282c(a)(1)).

‘“(B) CosT.—The cost of a determination
under paragraph (1) shall not be included for
purposes of the maximum Federal cost under
section 1001(a)(2) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
2282c(a)(2)).

() REPORT TO NON-FEDERAL INTEREST.—If,
based on a determination under paragraph
(1), the Secretary determines that a study or
project is not in the Federal interest because
the project will not result, or is unlikely to
result, in a recommended plan that will
produce national economic development ben-
efits greater than cost, but may result in a
technically sound and environmentally ac-
ceptable plan that is otherwise consistent
with section 904 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2281), the
Secretary shall issue a report to the non-
Federal interest with recommendations on
how the non-Federal interest might modify
the proposal such that the project could be
in the Federal interest and feasible.”’.
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SEC. 118. PILOT PROGRAMS ON THE FORMULA-
TION OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS
PROJECTS IN RURAL COMMUNITIES
AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVAN-
TAGED COMMUNITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and implement pilot programs, in ac-
cordance with this section, to evaluate op-
portunities to address the flood risk manage-
ment and hurricane and storm damage risk
reduction needs of rural communities and
economically disadvantaged communities.

(b) ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED COMMU-
NITY FLOOD PROTECTION AND HURRICANE AND
STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION STUDY PILOT PRO-
GRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish and implement a
pilot program to carry out feasibility stud-
ies, in accordance with this subsection, for
flood risk management and hurricane and
storm damage risk reduction projects for
economically disadvantaged communities, in
coordination with non-Federal interests.

(2) PARTICIPATION IN PILOT PROGRAM.—In
carrying out paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall—

(A) publish a notice in the Federal Register
that requests from non-Federal interests
proposals for the potential feasibility study
of a flood risk management project or hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction
project for an economically disadvantaged
community;

(B) upon request of a non-Federal interest
for such a project, provide technical assist-
ance to such non-Federal interest in the for-
mulation of a proposal for a potential feasi-
bility study to be submitted to the Secretary
under the pilot program; and

(C) review such proposals and select 10 fea-
sibility studies for such projects to be car-
ried out by the Secretary, in coordination
with the non-Federal interest, under this
pilot program.

(3) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting a fea-
sibility study under paragraph (2)(C), the
Secretary shall consider whether—

(A) the percentage of people living in pov-
erty in the county or counties (or county-
equivalent entity or entities) in which the
project is located is greater than the per-
centage of people living in poverty in the
State, based on census bureau data;

(B) the percentage of families with income
above the poverty threshold but below the
average household income in the county or
counties (or county-equivalent entity or en-
tities) in which the project is located is
greater than such percentage for the State,
based on census bureau data;

(C) the percentage of the population that
identifies as belonging to a minority or in-
digenous group in the county or counties (or
county-equivalent entity or entities) in
which the project is located is greater than
the average such percentage in the State,
based on census bureau data; and

(D) the project is addressing flooding or
hurricane or storm damage effects that have
a disproportionate impact on a rural commu-
nity, a minority community, or an Indian
Tribe.

(4) ADMINISTRATION.—Notwithstanding the
requirements of section 105(a)(1)(A) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2215), the Federal share of the cost of
a feasibility study carried out under the
pilot program shall be 100 percent.

(5) STUDY REQUIREMENTS.—Feasibility stud-
ies carried out under this subsection shall, to
the maximum extent practicable, incor-
porate natural features or nature-based fea-
tures (as such terms are defined in section
1184 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289a)), or a combina-
tion of such features and nonstructural fea-
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tures, that avoid or reduce at least 50 per-
cent of flood or storm damages in one or
more of the alternatives included in the final
alternatives evaluated.

(6) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall no-
tify the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate of the selec-
tion of each feasibility study under the pilot
program.

(7) COMPLETION.—Upon completion of a fea-
sibility report for a feasibility study selected
to be carried out under this subsection, the
Secretary shall transmit the report to Con-
gress for authorization, and shall include the
report in the next annual report submitted
under section 7001 of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33
U.S.C. 2282d).

(¢) PILOT PROGRAM FOR THE RECOMMENDA-
TION OF FLOOD PROTECTION AND HURRICANE
AND STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION PROJECTS IN
RURAL COMMUNITIES AND ECONOMICALLY DIS-
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish and implement a
pilot program to evaluate, and make rec-
ommendations to Congress on, flood risk
management projects and hurricane and
storm damage risk reduction projects in
rural communities or economically dis-
advantaged communities, without dem-
onstrating that each project is justified sole-
ly by national economic development bene-
fits.

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out this
subsection, the Secretary may make a rec-
ommendation to Congress on up to 10
projects, without demonstrating that the
project is justified solely by national eco-
nomic development benefits, if the Secretary
determines that—

(A) the community to be served by the
project is an economically disadvantaged
community or a rural community;

(B) the long-term life safety, economic via-
bility, and environmental sustainability of
the community would be threatened without
the project; and

(C) the project is consistent with the re-
quirements of section 1 of the Flood Control
Act of 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701a).

(3) CONSISTENCY.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary shall ensure that
project recommendations are consistent
with the principles and requirements and the
interagency guidelines, as such terms are de-
fined in section 110 of this Act, including the
consideration of quantifiable monetary and
nonmonetary benefits of the project.

(4) PRIORITIZATION.—The Secretary may
give equivalent budgetary consideration and
priority to projects recommended under this
subsection.

(d) GEOGRAPHIC DIVERSITY.—In selecting
feasibility studies under subsection (b)(2)(C)
or in making project recommendations
under subsection (c¢), the Secretary shall con-
sider the geographic diversity among pro-
posed projects.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 5 years and 10
years after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate, and make publicly
available, a report detailing the results of
the pilot programs carried out under this
section, including—

(1) a description of proposals received from
non-Federal interests pursuant to subsection
0)(2)(A);

(2) a description of technical assistance
provided to non-Federal interests under sub-
section (b)(2)(B);
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(3) a description of proposals selected
under subsection (b)(2)(C) and criteria used
to select such proposals;

(4) a description of the projects evaluated
or recommended by the Secretary under sub-
section (c);

(5) a description of the quantifiable mone-
tary and nonmonetary benefits associated
with the projects recommended under sub-
section (¢); and

(6) any recommendations to Congress on
how the Secretary can address the flood risk
management and hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction needs of economically dis-
advantaged communities.

(f) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the
term ‘‘State’” means each of the several
States, the District of Columbia, and each of
the commonwealths, territories, and posses-
sions of the United States.

(g) SUNSET.—The authority to commence a
feasibility study under subsection (b), and
the authority make a recommendation under
subsection (c), shall terminate on the date
that is 10 years after the date of enactment
of this Act.

SEC. 119. PERMANENT MEASURES TO REDUCE
EMERGENCY FLOOD FIGHTING
NEEDS FOR COMMUNITIES SUBJECT
TO REPETITIVE FLOODING.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AFFECTED COMMUNITY.—The term ‘‘af-
fected community’” means a legally con-
stituted public body (as that term is used in
section 221(b) of the Flood Control Act of
1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b))—

(A) with jurisdiction over an area that has
been subject to flooding in two or more
events in any 10-year period; and

(B) that has received emergency flood-
fighting assistance, including construction
of temporary barriers by the Secretary,
under section 5 of the Act of August 18, 1941
(33 U.S.C. 701n) with respect to such flood
events.

(2) NATURAL FEATURE; NATURE-BASED FEA-
TURE.—The terms ‘‘natural feature’’ and ‘‘na-
ture-based feature” have the meanings given
those terms in section 1184 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a).

(b) PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to carry out a program to study, design,
and construct water resources development
projects through measures involving, among
other things, strengthening, raising, extend-
ing, realigning, or otherwise modifying ex-
isting flood control works, designing new
works, and incorporating natural features,
nature-based features, or nonstructural fea-
tures, as appropriate to provide flood and
coastal storm risk management to affected
communities.

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practical, review and, where
appropriate, incorporate natural features or
nature-based features, or a combination of
such features and nonstructural features,
that avoid or reduce at least 50 percent of
flood or storm damages in one or more of the
alternatives included in the final alter-
natives evaluated.

(3) CONSTRUCTION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry
out a project described in paragraph (1) with-
out further congressional authorization if—

(i) the Secretary determines that the
project—

(I) is advisable to reduce the risk of flood-
ing for an affected community; and

(IT) produces benefits that are in excess of
the estimated costs; and

(ii) the Federal share of the cost of the
construction does not exceed $17,500,000.

(B) SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION.—If the Fed-
eral share of the cost of a project described
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in paragraph (1) exceeds $17,500,000, the Sec-
retary shall submit the project recommenda-
tion to Congress for authorization prior to
construction, and shall include the project
recommendation in the next annual report
submitted under section 7001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014.

(C) FINANCING.—

(i) CONTRIBUTIONS.—If, based on a study
carried out pursuant to paragraph (1), the
Secretary determines that a project de-
scribed in paragraph (1) will not produce ben-
efits greater than cost, the Secretary shall
allow the affected community to pay, or pro-
vide contributions equal to, an amount suffi-
cient to make the remaining costs of design
and construction of the project equal to the
estimated value of the benefits of the
project.

(ii) EFFECT ON NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—
Amounts provided by an affected community
under clause (i) shall be in addition to any
payments or contributions the affected com-
munity is required to provide toward the re-
maining costs of design and construction of
the project under section 103 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2213).

(4) ABILITY TO PAY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Any cost-sharing agree-
ment for a project entered into pursuant to
this section shall be subject to the ability of
the affected community to pay.

(B) DETERMINATION.—The ability of any af-
fected community to pay shall be deter-
mined by the Secretary in accordance with
procedures established by the Secretary.

(C) EFFECT OF REDUCTION.—Any reduction
in the non-Federal share of the cost of a
project described in paragraph (1) as a result
of a determination under this paragraph
shall not be included in the Federal share for
purposes of subparagraphs (A) and (B) of
paragraph (3).

SEC. 120. EMERGENCY RESPONSE TO NATURAL
DISASTERS.

Section 5 of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33
U.S.C. 701n) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (2)(B)—

(i) in clause (i)(I), by inserting *,
vide contributions equal to,” after
and

(ii) in clause (ii)—

(I) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND CON-
TRIBUTIONS’’ after ‘‘OF PAYMENTS’’;

(IT) by inserting ‘“‘or contributions” after
‘“‘Non-Federal payments’’; and

(ITII) by inserting ‘‘or contributions’ after
‘“‘non-Federal payments’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

““(5) FEASIBILITY STUDY.—

‘‘(A) DETERMINATION.—Not later than 180
days after receiving, from a non-Federal
sponsor of a project to repair or rehabilitate
a flood control work described in paragraph
(1), a request to initiate a feasibility study
to further modify the relevant flood control
work to provide for an increased level of pro-
tection, the Secretary shall provide to the
non-Federal sponsor a written decision on
whether the Secretary has the authority
under section 216 of the Flood Control Act of
1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a) to undertake the re-
quested feasibility study.

‘(B) RECOMMENDATION.—If the Secretary
determines under subparagraph (B) that the
Secretary does not have the authority to un-
dertake the requested feasibility study, the
Secretary shall include the request for a fea-
sibility study in the annual report submitted
under section 7001 of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014.”’; and

(2) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“LEVEE OWNERS MANUAL” and inserting
“ELIGIBILITY’’;

or pro-
« ’.
pay
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(B) in paragraph (1), in the heading, by
striking ‘“‘IN GENERAL’’ and inserting ‘“‘LEVEE
OWNER’S MANUAL’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively, and
inserting after paragraph (1) the following:

¢‘(2) COMPLIANCE.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the
status of compliance of a non-Federal inter-
est with the requirements of a levee owner’s
manual described in paragraph (1), or with
any other eligibility requirement established
by the Secretary related to the maintenance
and upkeep responsibilities of the non-Fed-
eral interest, the Secretary shall consider
the non-Federal interest to be eligible for re-
pair and rehabilitation assistance under this
section if the non-Federal interest—

‘(i) enters into a written agreement with
the Secretary that identifies any items of de-
ferred or inadequate maintenance and up-
keep identified by the Secretary prior to the
natural disaster; and

‘‘(ii) pays, during performance of the repair
and rehabilitation work, all costs to ad-
dress—

“(I) any items of deferred or inadequate
maintenance and upkeep identified by the
Secretary; and

‘‘(ITI) any repair or rehabilitation work nec-
essary to address damage the Secretary at-
tributes to such deferred or inadequate
maintenance or upkeep.

‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary may only
enter into one agreement under subpara-
graph (A) with any non-Federal interest.

“(C) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to enter into agreements under para-
graph (2) shall terminate on the date that is
5 years after the date of enactment of this
paragraph.’; and

(D) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated), by
striking ‘‘this subsection” and inserting
“paragraph (1)”.

SEC. 121. COST AND BENEFIT FEASIBILITY AS-
SESSMENT.

Section 1161(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 701n note) is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking the ‘‘three fiscal years pre-
ceding’ and inserting ‘‘five fiscal years pre-
ceding’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘last day of the third fiscal
year’ and inserting ‘‘last day of the fifth fis-
cal year’’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, or pro-
vide contributions equal to,” before ‘‘an
amount sufficient’’; and

(3) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting
the following:

‘“(2) the Secretary determines that the
damage to the structure was not as a result
of negligent operation or maintenance.’’.
SEC. 122. EXPEDITING REPAIRS AND RECOVERY

FROM FLOODING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—To the maximum extent
practicable, during the 5-year period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall prioritize and expedite
the processing of applications for permits
under section 10 of the Act of March 3, 1899
(33 U.S.C. 403), and section 404 of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344),
and permissions under section 14 of the Act
of March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 408), to complete
repairs, reconstruction (including improve-
ments), and upgrades to flood control infra-
structure damaged by flooding events during
calendar years 2017 through 2020, including
flooding events caused by ice jams.

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section affects any obligation to comply
with the requirements of any Federal law,
including—

(1) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.);
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(2) the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and
(3) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).
SEC. 123. REVIEW OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS-
SETS.

Section 6002 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat.
1349) is amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 6002. REVIEW OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS-
SETS.

‘‘(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary shall
conduct an assessment of projects con-
structed by the Secretary for which the Sec-
retary continues to have financial or oper-
ational responsibility.

‘“‘(b) INVENTORY.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020, the Sec-
retary shall, based on the assessment carried
out under subsection (a), develop an inven-
tory of projects or portions of projects—

‘(1) that are not needed for the missions of
the Corps of Engineers;

‘(2) the modification of which, including
though the use of structural features, non-
structural features, or natural features or
nature-based features (as those terms are de-
fined in section 1184(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a(a)), could improve the sustainable op-
erations of the project, or reduce operation
and maintenance costs for the project; or

‘(3) that are no longer having project pur-
poses adequately met by the Corps of Engi-
neers, because of deferment of maintenance
or other challenges, and the divestment of
which to a non-Federal entity could better
meet the local and regional needs for oper-
ation and maintenance.

‘‘(¢c) CRITERIA.—In conducting the assess-
ment under subsection (a) and developing the
inventory under subsection (b), the Sec-
retary shall use the following criteria:

‘(1) The extent to which the project aligns
with the current missions of the Corps of En-
gineers.

‘“(2) The economic and environmental im-
pacts of the project on existing communities
in the vicinity of the project.

““(3) The extent to which the divestment or
modification of the project could reduce op-
eration and maintenance costs of the Corps
of Engineers.

‘“(4) The extent to which the divestment or
modification of the project is in the public
interest.

‘(6) The extent to which investment of ad-
ditional Federal resources in the project pro-
posed for divestment or modification, includ-
ing investment needed to bring the project
to a good state of repair, is in the public in-
terest.

‘“(6) The extent to which the authorized
purpose of the project is no longer being met.

‘‘(d) RECOMMENDATIONS OF NON-FEDERAL
INTERESTS.—A non-Federal interest for a
project may recommend that the Secretary
include such project in the assessment or in-
ventory required under this section.

‘“(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon completion of the
inventory required by subsection (b), the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works of the Senate
and the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives, and make publicly available, a report
containing the findings of the Secretary with
respect to the assessment and inventory re-
quired under this section.

‘“(2) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall list in
an appendix any recommendation of a non-
Federal interest made with respect to a
project under subsection (d) that the Sec-
retary determines not to include in the in-
ventory developed under subsection (b),
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based on the criteria in subsection (c), in-

cluding information about the request and

the reasons for the Secretary’s determina-

tion.”.

SEC. 124. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON MULTIPUR-
POSE PROJECTS.

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary, in coordination with non-Federal in-
terests, should maximize the development,
evaluation, and recommendation of project
alternatives for future water resources devel-
opment projects that produce multiple
project benefits, such as navigation, flood
risk management, and ecosystem restoration
benefits, including through the use of nat-
ural or nature-based features and the bene-
ficial use of dredged material.

SEC. 125. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE-
RIAL; DREDGED MATERIAL MANAGE-
MENT PLANS.

(a) NATIONAL POLICY ON THE BENEFICIAL
USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the
United States for the Corps of Engineers to
maximize the beneficial use, in an environ-
mentally acceptable manner, of suitable
dredged material obtained from the con-
struction or operation and maintenance of
water resources development projects.

(2) PLACEMENT OF DREDGED MATERIALS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In evaluating the place-
ment of dredged material obtained from the
construction or operation and maintenance
of water resources development projects, the
Secretary shall consider—

(i) the suitability of the dredged material
for a full range of beneficial uses; and

(ii) the economic and environmental bene-
fits, efficiencies, and impacts (including the
effects on living coral) of using the dredged
material for beneficial uses, including, in the
case of beneficial use activities that involve
more than one water resources development
project, the benefits, efficiencies, and im-
pacts that result from the combined activi-
ties.

(B) CALCULATION OF FEDERAL STANDARD.—

(i) DETERMINATION.—The economic benefits
and efficiencies from the beneficial use of
dredged material considered by the Sec-
retary under subparagraph (A) shall be in-
cluded in any determination relating to the
‘““Federal standard’ by the Secretary under
section 335.7 of title 33, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, for the placement or disposal of
such material.

(ii) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit
to Congress—

(I) a report detailing the method and all of
the factors utilized by the Corps of Engineers
to determine the Federal standard referred
to in clause (i); and

(IT) for each evaluation under subpara-
graph (A), a report displaying the calcula-
tions for economic and environmental bene-
fits and efficiencies from the beneficial use
of dredged material (including, where appro-
priate, the utilization of alternative dredg-
ing equipment and dredging disposal meth-
ods) considered by the Secretary under such
subparagraph for the placement or disposal
of such material.

(C) SELECTION OF DREDGED MATERIAL DIS-
POSAL METHOD FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—Sec-
tion 204(d) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(d)) is amend-
ed—

(i) in paragraph (1)—

(ID) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘In developing’ and all that
follows through ‘‘the non-Federal interest,”’
and inserting ‘‘At the request of the non-
Federal interest for a water resources devel-
opment project involving the disposal of
dredged material, the Secretary, using funds
appropriated for construction or operation
and maintenance of the project, may select’’;
and

December 8, 2020

(IT) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘flood
and storm damage and flood reduction bene-
fits”” and inserting ‘‘hurricane and storm or
flood risk reduction benefits’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:

() SELECTION OF DREDGED MATERIAL DIS-
POSAL METHOD FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—AcC-
tivities carried out under this subsection—

‘“(A) shall be carried out using amounts ap-
propriated for construction or operation and
maintenance of the project involving the dis-
posal of the dredged material; and

‘“(B) shall not carried out using amounts
made available under subsection (g).”.

(b) BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE-
RIAL.—

(1) PILOT PROGRAM PROJECTS.—Section 1122
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2016 (33 U.S.C. 2326 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘; and’ and
inserting a semicolon;

(ii) in paragraph (7)(C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(8) recovering lost storage capacity in res-
ervoirs due to sediment accumulation, if the
project also has a purpose described in any of
paragraphs (1) through (7).”’;

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking 20’
and inserting ‘‘35”’; and

(C) in subsection (g), by striking ‘20’ and
inserting <‘35°.

(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary, in selecting
projects for the beneficial use of dredged ma-
terials under section 1122 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2326 note), should ensure the thorough eval-
uation of project submissions from rural,
small, and economically disadvantaged com-
munities.

(3) PROJECT SELECTION.—In selecting
projects for the beneficial use of dredged ma-
terials under section 1122 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2326 note), the Secretary shall prioritize the
selection of at least one project for the utili-
zation of thin layer placement of dredged
fine and coarse grain sediment and at least
one project for recovering lost storage capac-
ity in reservoirs due to sediment accumula-
tion authorized by subsection (a)(8) of such
section, to the extent that a non-Federal in-
terest has submitted an application for such
project purposes that otherwise meets the
requirements of such section.

(4) TEMPORARY EASEMENTS.—Section 1148 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (33 U.S.C. 2326 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) by striking ‘‘grant’ and inserting ‘‘ap-
prove’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘granting’’ and inserting
“‘approving’’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘grants”
and inserting ‘‘approves’’.

(¢) FIVE-YEAR REGIONAL DREDGED MATE-
RIAL MANAGEMENT PLANS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the District Commander of
each district of the Corps of Engineers that
obtains dredged material through the con-
struction or operation and maintenance of a
water resources development project shall,
at Federal expense, develop and submit to
the Secretary a 5-year dredged material
management plan in coordination with rel-
evant State agencies and stakeholders.

(2) ScoPE.—Each plan developed under this
subsection shall include—

(A) a dredged material budget for each wa-
tershed or littoral system within the dis-
trict;

(B) an estimate of the amount of dredged
material likely to be obtained through the
construction or operation and maintenance
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of all water resources development projects
projected to be carried out within the dis-
trict during the 5-year period following sub-
mission of the plan, and the estimated tim-
ing for obtaining such dredged material;

(C) an identification of potential water re-
sources development projects projected to be
carried out within the district during such 5-
year period that are suitable for, or that re-
quire, the placement of dredged material,
and an estimate of the amount of dredged
material placement capacity of such
projects;

(D) an evaluation of—

(i) the suitability of the dredged material
for a full range of beneficial uses; and

(ii) the economic and environmental bene-
fits, efficiencies, and impacts (including the
effects on living coral) of using the dredged
material for beneficial uses, including, in the
case of beneficial use activities that involve
more than one water resources development
project, the benefits, efficiencies, and im-
pacts that result from the combined activi-
ties;

(E) the district-wide goals for beneficial
use of the dredged material, including any
expected cost savings from aligning and co-
ordinating multiple projects (including
projects across Corps districts) in the use of
the dredged material; and

(F) a description of potential beneficial use
projects identified through stakeholder so-
licitation and coordination.

(3) PUBLIC COMMENT.—In developing each
plan under this subsection, each District
Commander shall provide notice and an op-
portunity for public comment, including a
solicitation for stakeholders to identify ben-
eficial use projects, in order to ensure, to the
extent practicable, that beneficial use of
dredged material is not foregone in a par-
ticular fiscal year or dredging cycle.

(4) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Upon submission
of each plan to the Secretary under this sub-
section, each District Commander shall
make the plan publicly available, including
on a publicly available website.

(5) TRANSMISSION TO CONGRESS.—AS soon as
practicable after receiving a plan under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall transmit the
plan to Congress.

(6) REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT
PLANS.—A plan developed under this sec-
tion—

(A) shall be in addition to regional sedi-
ment management plans prepared under sec-
tion 204(a) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(a)); and

(B) shall not be subject to the limitations
in section 204(g) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(g)).

(d) DREDGE PILOT PROGRAM.—

(1) REVISIONS.—Section 1111 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C.
2326 note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘for the
operation and maintenance of harbors and
inland harbors’ and all that follows through
the period at the end and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘“‘for the operation and maintenance
of—

‘(1) harbors and inland harbors referred to
in section 210(a)(2) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(a)(2));
or

‘(2) inland and intracoastal waterways of
the United States described in section 206 of
the Inland Waterways Revenue Act of 1978
(33 U.S.C. 1804).”; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘or inland
harbors” and inserting ‘‘, inland harbors, or
inland or intracoastal waterways’’.

(2) COORDINATION WITH EXISTING AUTHORI-
TIES.—The Secretary may carry out the
dredge pilot program authorized by section
1111 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 2326 note) in coordina-
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tion with Federal regional dredge dem-

onstration programs in effect on the date of

enactment of this Act.

SEC. 126. AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION
FOR ANADROMOUS FISH.

(a) ANADROMOUS FISH HABITAT AND PAS-
SAGE.—Section 206 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end
the following:

““(3) ANADROMOUS FISH HABITAT AND PAS-
SAGE.—

‘“(A) MEASURES.—A project under this sec-
tion may include measures to improve habi-
tat or passage for anadromous fish, includ-
ing—

‘(i) installing fish bypass structures on
small water diversions;

‘(i) modifying tide gates; and

‘‘(iii) restoring or reconnecting floodplains
and wetlands that are important for anad-
romous fish habitat or passage.

‘“(B) BENEFITS.—A project that includes
measures under this paragraph shall be for-
mulated to maximize benefits for the anad-
romous fish species benefitted by the
project.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(g) PRIORITIZATION.—The Secretary shall
give projects that include measures de-
scribed in subsection (a)(3) equal priority for
implementation as other projects under this
section.”.

SEC. 127. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS ON
WATER RESOURCES INFRASTRUC-
TURE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d) is amended—

(1) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (B)(ii)(III), by inserting
‘“, regional, or local”’ after ‘‘national’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) MODIFICATIONS OF PROJECTS CARRIED
OUT PURSUANT TO CONTINUING AUTHORITY PRO-
GRAMS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a project
being carried out pursuant to a continuing
authority program for which a proposed
modification 1is necessary because the
project is projected to exceed, in the coming
fiscal year, the maximum Federal cost of the
project, the Secretary shall include a pro-
posed modification in the annual report if
the proposed modification will result in com-
pletion of construction the project and the
justification for the modification is not the
result of a change in the scope of the project.

‘“(ii) INcLUSION.—For each proposed modi-
fication included in an annual report under
clause (i), the Secretary shall include in the
annual report—

‘“(I) a justification of why the modification
is necessary;

“(II) an estimate of the total cost and
timeline required to complete construction
of the project; and

‘(IIT) an indication of continued support
by the non-Federal interest and the financial
ability of the non-Federal interest to provide
the required cost-share.

‘(iii) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this
subparagraph, the term ‘continuing author-
ity program’ means any of—

‘“(I) section 14 of the Flood Control Act of
1946 (33 U.S.C. 701r);

‘“(IT) section 3 of the Act of August 13, 1946
(33 U.S.C. 4262);

““(IIT) section 107 of the River and Harbor
Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 577);

‘“(IV) section 111 of the River and Harbor
Act of 1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i);

(V) section 204 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326);

“(VI) section 205 of the Flood Control Act
of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s);
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“(VII) section 206 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330);

“(VIII) section 2 of the Act of August 28,
1937 (33 U.S.C. 701g); and

“(IX) section 1135 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2309a).”’;
and

(B) in paragraph (4)(B)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and” at the
end;

(ii) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause
(iii); and

(iii) by inserting after clause (i) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(ii) the Secretary shall not include pro-
posals in the appendix of the annual report
that otherwise meet the criteria for inclu-
sion in the annual report solely on the basis
that the proposals are for the purposes of
navigation, flood risk management, eco-
system restoration, or municipal or agricul-
tural water supply; and’’; and

(2) in subsection (g)(5), by striking ‘‘if au-
thorized”” and all that follows through
2016,

(b) OVER-BUDGET CAP PROGRAMS.—For any
project carried out under a continuing au-
thority program, as such term is defined in
section 7001(c)(1)(D) of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33
U.S.C. 2282d)), for which the Secretary is re-
quired to include a proposed modification in
an annual report under such section
7001(c)(1)(D), the Secretary shall, to the ex-
tent practicable, inform the non-Federal in-
terest of the process for carrying out the
project pursuant to section 105 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2215) and whether the Secretary has the au-
thority to complete a feasibility study for
the project.

(c) ANNUAL REPORT ON STATUS OF FEASI-
BILITY STUDIES.—Concurrent with each re-
port submitted under section 7001 of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d), the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a
report that provides for an accounting of all
outstanding feasibility studies being con-
ducted by the Secretary, including, for each
such study, its length, cost, and expected
completion date.

SEC. 128. HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOM DEMONSTRA-
TION PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a demonstration program to determine
the causes of, and implement measures to ef-
fectively detect, prevent, treat, and elimi-
nate, harmful algal blooms associated with
water resources development projects.

(b) CONSULTATION; USE OF EXISTING DATA
AND PROGRAM AUTHORITIES.—In carrying out
the demonstration program under subsection
(a), the Secretary shall—

(1) consult with the heads of appropriate
Federal and State agencies; and

(2) make maximum use of existing Federal
and State data and ongoing programs and ac-
tivities of Federal and State agencies, in-
cluding the activities of the Secretary car-
ried out through the Engineer Research and
Development Center pursuant to section 1109
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (33 U.S.C. 610 note).

(¢) Focus AREAS.—In carrying out the dem-
onstration program under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall undertake program activi-
ties related to harmful algal blooms in the
Great Lakes, the tidal and inland waters of
the State of New Jersey, the coastal and
tidal waters of the State of Louisiana, the
waterways of the counties that comprise the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, California,
the Allegheny Reservoir Watershed, New
York, and Lake Okeechobee, Florida.
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(d) ADDITIONAL Focus AREAS.—In addition
to the areas described in subsection (c), in
carrying out the demonstration program
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall un-
dertake program activities related to harm-
ful algal blooms at any Federal reservoir lo-
cated in the Upper Missouri River Basin or
the North Platte River Basin, at the request
and expense of another Federal agency.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary $25,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion. Such sums shall remain available until
expended.
SEC. 129. MISSOURI RIVER INTERCEPTION-
REARING COMPLEX CONSTRUCTION.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate a report on the
effects of any interception-rearing complex
constructed on the Missouri River on—

(1) flood risk management and navigation;
and

(2) the population recovery of the pallid
sturgeon, including Dbaseline population
counts.

(b) No ADDITIONAL IRC CONSTRUCTION.—
The Secretary may not authorize construc-
tion of an interception-rearing complex on
the Missouri River until the Secretary—

(1) submits the report required by sub-
section (a);

(2) acting through the Engineer Research
and Development Center, conducts further
research on interception-rearing complex de-
sign, including any effects on existing flows,
flood risk management, and navigation; and

(3) develops a plan—

(A) to repair dikes and revetments that are
affecting flood risk and bank erosion; and

(B) to establish, repair, or improve water
control structures at the headworks of con-
structed shallow water habitat side-chan-
nels.

(¢) FUTURE IRC CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The Secretary shall
provide an opportunity for comment from
the public and the Governor of each affected
State on any proposals to construct an inter-
ception-rearing complex after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

(2) PERIOD.—The public comment period re-
quired by paragraph (1) shall be not less than
90 days for each proposal to construct an
interception-rearing complex on the Mis-
souri River.

SEC. 130. MATERIALS, SERVICES, AND FUNDS FOR
REPAIR, RESTORATION, OR REHA-
BILITATION OF PROJECTS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVERED AREA.—The term
area’’ means an area—

(A) for which the Governor of a State has
requested a determination that an emer-
gency exists; or

(B) covered by an emergency or major dis-
aster declaration declared under the Robert
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.).

(2) EMERGENCY PERIOD.—The term ‘‘emer-
gency period’” means—

(A) with respect to a covered area de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), the period during
which the Secretary determines an emer-
gency exists; and

(B) with respect to a covered area de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(B), the period during
which the applicable declaration is in effect.

(b) IN GENERAL.—In any covered area, the
Secretary is authorized to accept and use
materials, services, and funds, during the
emergency period, from a non-Federal inter-
est or private entity to repair, restore, or re-
habilitate a federally authorized water re-

“‘covered
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sources development project, and to provide
reimbursement to such non-Federal interest
or private entity for such materials, serv-
ices, and funds, in the Secretary’s sole dis-
cretion, and subject to the availability of ap-
propriations, if the Secretary determines
that reimbursement is in the public interest.

(c) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may only reimburse for the use of ma-
terials or services accepted under this sec-
tion if such materials or services meet the
Secretary’s specifications and comply with
all applicable laws and regulations that
would apply if such materials and services
were acquired by the Secretary, including
sections 3141 through 3148 and 3701 through
3708 of title 40, United States Code, section
8302 of title 41, United States Code, and the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969.

(d) AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Prior to the acceptance of
materials, services, or funds under this sec-
tion, the Secretary and the non-Federal in-
terest or private entity shall enter into an
agreement that specifies—

(A) the non-Federal interest or private en-
tity shall hold and save the United States
free from any and all damages that arise
from use of materials or services of the non-
Federal interest or private entity, except for
damages due to the fault or negligence of the
United States or its contractors;

(B) the non-Federal interest or private en-
tity shall certify that the materials or serv-
ices comply with all applicable laws and reg-
ulations under subsection (c); and

(C) any other term or condition required
by the Secretary.

(2) EXCEPTION.—If an agreement under
paragraph (1) was not entered prior to mate-
rials or services being contributed, a non-
Federal interest or private entity shall enter
into an agreement with the Secretary that—

(A) specifies the value, as determined by
the Secretary, of those materials or services
contributed and eligible for reimbursement;
and

(B) ensures that the materials or services
comply with subsection (c¢) and paragraph
@.

SEC. 131. LEVEE SAFETY.

Section 9004 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3303) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

¢‘(d) IDENTIFICATION OF DEFICIENCIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each levee included
in an inventory established under subsection
(b) or for which the Secretary has conducted
a review under subsection (c), the Secretary
shall—

““(A) identify the specific engineering and
maintenance deficiencies, if any; and

‘“(B) describe the recommended remedies
to correct each deficiency identified under
subparagraph (A), and, if requested by owner
of a non-Federal levee, the associated costs
of those remedies.

‘“(2) CONSULTATION.—In identifying defi-
ciencies and describing remedies for a levee
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall con-
sult with relevant non-Federal interests, in-
cluding by providing an opportunity for com-
ment by those non-Federal interests.”.

SEC. 132. NATIONAL DAM SAFETY PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (4)—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking clause (iii) and inserting the
following:

‘(iii) has an emergency action plan that—

‘(D) is approved by the relevant State dam
safety agency; or

‘“(IT) is in conformance with State law and
pending approval by the relevant State dam
safety agency;”’; and
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(ii) by striking clause (iv) and inserting the
following:

‘“(iv) fails to meet minimum dam safety
standards of the State in which the dam is
located, as determined by the State; and

‘(v) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub-
lic, as determined by the Administrator, in
consultation with the Board.”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B)(i), by inserting
‘“‘under a hydropower project with an author-
ized installed capacity of greater than 1.5
megawatts’ after ‘‘dam’’; and

(2) in paragraph (10)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘NON-FED-
ERAL SPONSOR’ and inserting ‘‘ELIGIBLE SUB-
RECIPIENT”’; and

(B) by striking ‘“The term ‘non-Federal
sponsor’”’ and inserting ‘‘The term ‘eligible
subrecipient’ .

(b) REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD POTEN-
TIAL DAMS.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—Section
8A(a) of the National Dam Safety Program
Act (33 U.S.C. 467f-2(a)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘to non-Federal sponsors’ and inserting
“‘to States with dam safety programs’.

(2) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—Section 8A(b) of
the National Dam Safety Program Act (33
U.S.C. 467f-2(b)) is amended, in the matter
preceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘for a
project may be used for’” and inserting ‘‘to a
State may be used by the State to award
grants to eligible subrecipients for’’.

(3) AWARD OF GRANTS.—Section 8A(c) of the
National Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C.
467f-2(c)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘non-
Federal sponsor’” and inserting ‘‘State’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘an eli-
gible high hazard potential dam to a non-
Federal sponsor’’ and inserting ‘‘eligible high
hazard potential dams to a State’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(I) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-
ing ‘““PROJECT GRANT” and inserting
“GRANT’’;

(II) by striking ‘‘project grant agreement
with the non-Federal sponsor’ and inserting
“‘grant agreement with the State’’; and

(IIT) by striking ‘‘project,” and inserting
“projects for which the grant is awarded,’’;

(iii) by amending subparagraph (C) to read
as follows:

‘‘(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a grant
agreement under subparagraph (B), the Ad-
ministrator shall require that each eligible
subrecipient to which the State awards a
grant under this section provides an assur-
ance, with respect to the dam to be rehabili-
tated by the eligible subrecipient, that the
dam owner will carry out a plan for mainte-
nance of the dam during the expected life of
the dam.”; and

(iv) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘A
grant provided under this section shall not
exceed” and inserting ‘““A State may not
award a grant to an eligible subrecipient
under this section that exceeds, for any 1
dam,”.

(4) REQUIREMENTS.—Section 8A(d) of the
National Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C.
467f-2(d)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘to an el-
igible subrecipient’ after ‘‘this section”’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR’’ and inserting ‘‘ELI-
GIBLE SUBRECIPIENT"’;

(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘the non-Federal sponsor
shall”” and inserting ‘‘an eligible sub-
recipient shall, with respect to the dam to be
rehabilitated by the eligible subrecipient’’;

(iii) by amending subparagraph (A) to read
as follows:

““(A) demonstrate that the community in
which the dam is located participates in, and
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complies with, all applicable Federal flood
insurance programs, including dem-
onstrating that such community is partici-
pating in the National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram, and is not on probation, suspended, or
withdrawn from such Program;’’;

(iv) in subparagraph (B), by striking
“have’” and inserting ‘‘beginning not later
than 2 years after the date on which the Ad-
ministrator publishes criteria for hazard
mitigation plans under paragraph (3), dem-
onstrate that the Tribal or local government
with jurisdiction over the area in which the
dam is located has’’; and

(v) in subparagraph (C), by striking ¢‘50-
year period” and inserting ‘‘expected life of
the dam’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(3) HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN CRITERIA.—
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph, the Administrator,
in consultation with the Board, shall publish
criteria for hazard mitigation plans required
under paragraph (2)(B).”.

(6) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.—Sec-
tion 8A(e) of the National Dam Safety Pro-
gram Act (33 U.S.C. 467f-2(e)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘the non-Federal sponsor”
and inserting ‘‘an eligible subrecipient’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘1
year’” and inserting ‘‘2 years’ each place it
appears; and

(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

“(3) PLAN CRITERIA AND TECHNICAL SUP-
PORT.—The Administrator, in consultation
with the Board, shall provide criteria, and
may provide technical support, for the devel-
opment and implementation of floodplain
management plans prepared under this sub-
section.”.

(6) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section
8A(1)(1) of the National Dam Safety Program
Act (33 U.S.C. 467f-2(1)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘a non-Federal sponsor’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘an eligible subrecipient’’.

SEC. 133. REHABILITATION OF CORPS OF ENGI-
NEERS CONSTRUCTED PUMP STA-
TIONS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ELIGIBLE PUMP STATION.—The term ‘‘eli-
gible pump station’” means a pump station—

(A) constructed, in whole or in part, by the
Corps of Engineers for flood risk manage-
ment purposes;

(B) that the Secretary has identified as
having a major deficiency; and

(C) the failure of which the Secretary has
determined would impair the function of a
flood risk management project constructed
by the Corps of Engineers.

(2) REHABILITATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘rehabilita-
tion”’, with respect to an eligible pump sta-
tion, means to address a major deficiency of
the eligible pump station caused by long-
term degradation of the foundation, con-
struction materials, or engineering systems
or components of the eligible pump station.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘rehabilita-
tion”’, with respect to an eligible pump sta-
tion, includes—

(i) the incorporation into the eligible pump
station of—

(I) current design standards;

(IT) efficiency improvements; and

(IIT) associated drainage; and

(ii) increasing the capacity of the eligible
pump station, subject to the condition that
the increase shall—

(I) significantly decrease the risk of loss of
life and property damage; or

(IT) decrease total lifecycle rehabilitation
costs for the eligible pump station.

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary may
carry out rehabilitation of an eligible pump
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station, if the Secretary determines that the
rehabilitation is feasible.

(c) COST SHARING.—The non-Federal inter-
est for the eligible pump station shall—

(1) provide 35 percent of the cost of reha-
bilitation of an eligible pump station carried
out under this section; and

(2) provide all land, easements, rights-of-
way, and necessary relocations associated
with the rehabilitation described in subpara-
graph (A), at no cost to the Federal Govern-
ment.

(d) AGREEMENT REQUIRED.—The rehabilita-
tion of an eligible pump station pursuant to
this section shall be initiated only after a
non-Federal interest has entered into a bind-
ing agreement with the Secretary—

(1) to pay the non-Federal share of the
costs of rehabilitation under subsection (c);
and

(2) to pay 100 percent of the operation and
maintenance costs of the rehabilitated eligi-
ble pump station, in accordance with regula-
tions promulgated by the Secretary.

(e) TREATMENT.—The rehabilitation of an
eligible pump station pursuant to this sec-
tion shall not be considered to be a separable
element of the associated flood risk manage-
ment project constructed by the Corps of En-
gineers.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $60,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 134. NON-FEDERAL PROJECT IMPLEMENTA-
TION PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) REAUTHORIZATION; IMPLEMENTATION
GUIDANCE.—Section 1043(b) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2201 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘the date
that is b years after the date of enactment of
this Act” and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2026°’;

(2) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘2023’ and
inserting ‘‘2026°’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

¢(9) IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Secretary shall issue guidance for
the implementation of the pilot program
that, to the extent practicable, identifies—

‘(i) the metrics for measuring the success
of the pilot program;

‘“(ii) a process for identifying future
projects to participate in the pilot program;

‘‘(iii) measures to address the risks of a
non-Federal interest constructing projects
under the pilot program, including which en-
tity bears the risk for projects that fail to
meet the Corps of Engineers standards for
design or quality;

‘“(iv) the laws and regulations that a non-
Federal interest must follow in carrying out
a project under the pilot program; and

‘(v) which entity bears the risk in the
event that a project carried out under the
pilot program fails to be carried out in ac-
cordance with the project authorization or
this subsection.

“(B) NEW PROJECT PARTNERSHIP AGREE-
MENTS.—The Secretary may not enter into a
project partnership agreement under this
subsection during the period beginning on
the date of enactment of this paragraph and
ending on the date on which the Secretary
issues the guidance under subparagraph
(A).”.

(b) NON-FEDERAL PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION
FOR COMPREHENSIVE EVERGLADES RESTORA-
TION PLAN PROJECTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the pilot
program authorized under section 1043(b) of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note), the
Secretary is authorized to include a project
authorized to be implemented by, or in ac-
cordance with, section 601 of the Water Re-
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sources Development Act of 2000, in accord-
ance with such section 1043(b).

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—In the case of a project de-
scribed in paragraph (1) for which the non-
Federal interest has initiated construction
in compliance with authorities governing the
provision of in-kind contributions for such
project, the Secretary shall take into ac-
count the value of any in-kind contributions
carried out by the non-Federal interest for
such project prior to the date of execution of
the project partnership agreement under sec-
tion 1043(b) of the Water Resources Reform
and Development Act of 2014 when deter-
mining the non-Federal share of the costs to
complete construction of the project.

(3) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, and in accordance with the guidance
issued under section 1043(b)(9) of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (as added by this section), the Secretary
shall issue any additional guidance that the
Secretary determines necessary for the im-
plementation of this subsection.

SEC. 135. COST SHARING PROVISIONS FOR TERRI-
TORIES AND INDIAN TRIBES.

Section 1156(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310(b)) is
amended by striking ‘‘for inflation’ and all
that follows through the period at the end
and inserting ‘‘on an annual basis for infla-
tion.”.

SEC. 136. REVIEW OF CONTRACTING POLICIES.

(a) REVIEW OF CONTRACTUAL AGREE-
MENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall complete a review of the
policies, guidelines, and regulations of the
Corps of Engineers for the development of
contractual agreements between the Sec-
retary and non-Federal interests and utili-
ties associated with the construction of
water resources development projects.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
completing the review under subsection
(a)(1), the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate, and make pub-
licly available, a report that includes—

(A) a summary of the results of the review;
and

(B) public guidance on best practices for a
non-Federal interest to use when writing or
developing contractual agreements with the
Secretary and utilities.

(3) PROVISION OF GUIDANCE.—The Secretary
shall provide the best practices guidance in-
cluded under paragraph (2)(A) to non-Federal
interests prior to the development of con-
tractual agreements with such non-Federal
interests.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary should maxi-
mize use of nonprice tradeoff procedures in
competitive acquisitions for carrying out
emergency work in an area with respect to
which the President has declared a major
disaster under section 401 of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act.

SEC. 137. CRITERIA FOR FUNDING ENVIRON-
MENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE
PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall develop specific criteria for
the evaluation and ranking of individual en-
vironmental assistance projects authorized
by Congress (including projects authorized
pursuant to environmental assistance pro-
grams) for the Secretary to carry out.

(b) MINIMUM CRITERIA.—For the purposes of
carrying out this section, the Secretary shall
evaluate, at a minimum—
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(1) the nature and extent of the positive
and negative local economic impacts of the
project, including—

(A) the benefits of the project to the local
economy;

(B) the extent to which the project will en-
hance local development;

(C) the number of jobs that will be directly
created by the project; and

(D) the ability of the non-Federal interest
to pay the applicable non-Federal share of
the cost of the project;

(2) the demographics of the location in
which the project is to be carried out, includ-
ing whether the project serves—

(A) a rural community; or

(B) an economically disadvantaged com-
munity, including an economically disadvan-
taged minority community;

(3) the amount of appropriations a project
has received;

(4) the funding capability of the Corps of
Engineers with respect to the project;

(5) whether the project could be carried out
under other Federal authorities at an equiv-
alent cost to the non-Federal interest; and

(6) any other criteria that the Secretary
considers to be appropriate.

(c) INCLUSION IN GUIDANCE.—The Secretary
shall include the criteria developed under
subsection (a) in the annual Civil Works Di-
rect Program Development Policy Guidance
of the Secretary.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—For fiscal year
2022, and biennially thereafter, in conjunc-
tion with the President’s annual budget sub-
mission to Congress under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works and the Committee
on Appropriations of the Senate and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives a re-
port that identifies the Secretary’s ranking
of individual environmental assistance
projects authorized by Congress for the Sec-
retary to carry out, in accordance with the
criteria developed under this section.

SEC. 138. AGING INFRASTRUCTURE.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AGING INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term
“‘aging infrastructure’” means a water re-
sources development project of the Corps of
Engineers, or any other water resources,
water storage, or irrigation project of an-
other Federal agency, that is greater than 75
years old.

(2) ENHANCED INSPECTION.—The term ‘‘en-
hanced inspection’ means an inspection that
uses current or innovative technology, in-
cluding Light Detection and Ranging (com-
monly known as ‘“‘LiDAR”), ground pene-
trating radar, subsurface imaging, or sub-
surface geophysical techniques, to detect
whether the features of the aging infrastruc-
ture are structurally sound and can operate
as intended, or are at risk of failure.

(b) CONTRACTS FOR ENHANCED INSPECTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry
out enhanced inspections of aging infrastruc-
ture, pursuant to a contract with the owner
or operator of the aging infrastructure.

(2) CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.—Subject to
the availability of appropriations, or funds
available pursuant to subsection (d), the Sec-
retary shall enter into a contract described
in paragraph (1), if—

(A) the owner or operator of the aging in-
frastructure requests that the Secretary
carry out the enhanced inspections; and

(B) the inspection is at the full expense of
such owner or operator.

(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
require a non-Federal entity associated with
a project under the jurisdiction of another
Federal agency to carry out corrective or re-
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medial actions in response to an enhanced
inspection carried out under this section.

(d) FUNDING.—The Secretary is authorized
to accept funds from an owner or operator of
aging infrastructure, and may use such funds
to carry out an enhanced inspection pursu-
ant to a contract entered into with such
owner or operator under this section.

SEC. 139. UNIFORMITY OF NOTIFICATION SYS-
TEMS.

(a) INVENTORY.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall complete an inventory of all
systems used by the Corps of Engineers for
external communication and notification
with respect to projects, initiatives, and fa-
cilities of the Corps of Engineers.

(b) UNIFORM PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall develop a plan for the uni-
formity of such communication and notifica-
tion systems for projects, initiatives, and fa-
cilities of the Corps of Engineers.

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The plan developed under
paragraph (1) shall—

(A) provide access to information in all
forms practicable, including through email,
text messages, news programs and websites,
radio, and other forms of notification;

(B) establish a notification system for any
projects, initiatives, or facilities of the Corps
of Engineers that do not have a notification
system;

(C) streamline existing communication and
notification systems to improve the strength
and uniformity of those systems; and

(D) emphasize the necessity of timeliness
in notification systems and ensure that the
methods of notification can transmit infor-
mation in a timely manner.

(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall complete the implementa-
tion of the plan developed under paragraph
Q).

(B) EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT NOTIFICA-
TION.—Not later than 18 months after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall implement the provisions of the plan
developed under paragraph (1) relating to
emergency management notifications.

(4) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section authorizes the elimination of any ex-
isting communication or notification system
used by the Corps of Engineers.

SEC. 140. COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION
CONTRACTS.

For any project for coastal storm damage
reduction, the Secretary may seek input
from a non-Federal interest for a project
that may be affected by the timing of the
coastal storm damage reduction activities
under the project, in order to minimize, to
the maximum extent practicable, any nega-
tive effects resulting from the timing of
those activities.

SEC. 141. DAM REMEDIATION FOR ECOSYSTEM
RESTORATION.

Section 542(b)(2) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2671; 121
Stat. 1150) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (F), by striking “‘or” at
the end;

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (G) as
subparagraph (H); and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the
following:

‘“(G) measures to restore, protect, and pre-
serve an ecosystem affected by a dam (in-
cluding by the rehabilitation or modification
of a dam)—

‘(i) that has been constructed, in whole or
in part, by the Corps of Engineers for flood
control purposes;
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‘‘(ii) for which construction was completed
before 1940;

‘‘(iii) that is classified as ‘high hazard po-
tential’ by the State dam safety agency of
the State in which the dam is located; and

‘‘(iv) that is operated by a non-Federal en-
tity; or”.

SEC. 142. LEVEE ACCREDITATION PROCESS;
LEVEE CERTIFICATIONS.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the process developed by the
Flood Protection Structure Accreditation
Task Force established under section 100226
of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st
Century Act (42 U.S.C. 4101 note) should not
be limited to levee systems in the inspection
of completed works program of the Corps of
Engineers, but should apply equally to feder-
ally owned levee systems operated by the
Secretary, including federally owned levee
systems operated by the Secretary as part of
a reservoir project.

(b) LEVEE CERTIFICATIONS.—Section 3014 of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (42 U.S.C. 4131) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘under the inspection of
completed works program’ and inserting
“for levee systems under the levee safety and
dam safety programs’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’ at the end;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘activities under the inspec-
tion of completed works program of the
Corps of Engineers” and inserting ‘‘the ac-
tivities referred to in paragraph (1)’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘chapter 1’ and inserting
“‘chapter I'’; and

(iii) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(3) in the case of a levee system that is
operated and maintained by the Corps of En-
gineers, to the maximum extent practicable,
cooperate with local governments seeking a
levee accreditation decision for the levee to
provide information necessary to support the
accreditation decision in a timely manner.”’;
and

(2) in paragraph (b)(3), by adding at the end
the following:

<0 CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (B), a non-Federal in-
terest may fund up to 100 percent of the cost
of any activity carried out under this sub-
section.”.

SEC. 143. PROJECT PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT.

Section 103(j)(1) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(j)(1)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Any project’’ and inserting
the following:

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—ANYy project’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(B) INCLUSION.—An agreement under sub-
paragraph (A) shall include a brief descrip-
tion and estimation of the anticipated oper-
ations, maintenance, and replacement and
rehabilitation costs of the non-Federal inter-
est for the project.”.

SEC. 144. ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS FOR HARBOR
DREDGING.

The Secretary is authorized, in accordance
with section 5 of Act of June 22, 1936 (33
U.S.C. 701h), to accept and expend funds con-
tributed by a State or other non-Federal in-
terest—

(1) to dredge a non-Federal harbor or chan-
nel, or a marina or berthing area located ad-
jacent to, or accessible by, such harbor or
channel; or

(2) to provide technical assistance related
to the planning and design of dredging ac-
tivities described in paragraph (1).
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SEC. 145. REPLACEMENT CAPACITY.

Section 217(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2326a(a)) is
amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting
‘““OR REPLACEMENT CAPACITY’ after ‘ADDI-
TIONAL CAPACITY";

(2) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

(1) PROVIDED BY SECRETARY.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), at the request of a non-Federal interest
with respect to a project, the Secretary
may—

‘(i) provide additional -capacity at a
dredged material disposal facility con-
structed by the Secretary beyond the capac-
ity that would be required for project pur-
poses; or

‘‘(ii) permit the use of dredged material
disposal facility capacity required for
project purposes by the non-Federal interest
if the Secretary determines that replace-
ment capacity can be constructed at the fa-
cility or another facility or site before such
capacity is needed for project purposes.

‘“‘(B) AGREEMENT.—Before the Secretary
takes an action under subparagraph (A), the
non-Federal interest shall agree to pay—

‘(i) all costs associated with the construc-
tion of the additional capacity or replace-
ment capacity in advance of construction of
such capacity; and

‘“(ii) in the case of use by a non-Federal in-
terest of dredged material disposal capacity
required for project purposes under subpara-
graph (A)(ii), any increase in the cost of op-
eration and maintenance of the project that
the Secretary determines results from the
use of the project capacity by the non-Fed-
eral interest in advance of each cycle of
dredging.

‘(C) CREDIT.—In the event the Secretary
determines that the cost to operate or main-
tain the project decreases as a result of use
by the non-Federal interest of dredged mate-
rial disposal capacity required for project
purposes under subparagraph (A)(ii), the Sec-
retary, at the request of the non-Federal in-
terest, shall credit the amount of the de-
crease toward any cash contribution of the
non-Federal interest required thereafter for
construction, operation, or maintenance of
the project, or of another navigation
project.”’;

(3) in paragraph (2), in the first sentence,
by inserting ‘‘under paragraph (1)(A){A)”
after ‘‘additional capacity’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR DESIGNATION OF RE-
PLACEMENT CAPACITY FACILITY OR SITE.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to such terms
and conditions as the Secretary determines
to be necessary or advisable, an agreement
under paragraph (1)(B) for use permitted
under paragraph (1)(A)(ii) shall reserve to
the non-Federal interest—

‘(i) the right to submit to the Secretary
for approval at a later date an alternative to
the facility or site designated in the agree-
ment for construction of replacement capac-
ity; and

‘(ii) the right to construct the replace-
ment capacity at the alternative facility or
site at the expense of the non-Federal inter-
est.

‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall
not reject a site for the construction of re-
placement capacity under paragraph
(1)(A)(ii) that is submitted by the non-Fed-
eral interest for approval by the Secretary
before the date of execution of the agree-
ment under paragraph (1)(B), or thereafter,
unless the Secretary—

‘(i) determines that the site is environ-
mentally unacceptable, geographically unac-
ceptable, or technically unsound; and
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‘‘(i1) provides a written basis for the deter-
mination under clause (i) to the non-Federal
interest.

‘“(4) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The Secretary shall
afford the public an opportunity to comment
on the determinations required under this
subsection for a use permitted under para-
graph (1)(A)(ii).”.

SEC. 146. REVIEWING HYDROPOWER AT CORPS
OF ENGINEERS FACILITIES.

Section 1008 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
2321b) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘civil works’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘water resources de-
velopment’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(c) REVIEWING HYDROPOWER AT CORPS OF
ENGINEERS FACILITIES.—

‘(1) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE NON-FEDERAL
INTEREST.—In this subsection, the term ‘eli-
gible non-Federal interest’ means a non-Fed-
eral interest that owns or operates an exist-
ing non-Federal hydropower facility at a
Corps of Engineers water resources develop-
ment project.

“(2) EVALUATION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the written request
of an eligible non-Federal interest, the Sec-
retary shall conduct an evaluation to con-
sider operational changes at the applicable
project to facilitate production of non-Fed-
eral hydropower, consistent with authorized
project purposes. The Secretary shall solicit
input from interested stakeholders as part of
the evaluation.

‘(B) DEADLINE.—Not later than 180 days
after the date on which the Secretary re-
ceives a written request under subparagraph
(A), the Secretary shall provide to the non-
Federal interest a written response to inform
the non-Federal interest—

‘“(i) that the Secretary has approved the
request to conduct an evaluation; or

‘“(ii) of any additional information nec-
essary for the Secretary to approve the re-
quest to conduct an evaluation.

‘(3) OPERATIONAL CHANGES.—An oper-
ational change referred to in paragraph
(2)(A) may include—

‘‘(A) changes to seasonal pool levels;

‘(B) modifying releases from the project;
and

‘“(C) other changes included in the written
request submitted under that paragraph that
enhance the usage of the project to facilitate
production of non-Federal hydropower, con-
sistent with authorized project purposes.

‘“(4) CoST SHARE.—The eligible non-Federal
interest shall pay 100 percent of the costs as-
sociated with an evaluation under this sub-
section, including the costs to prepare the
report under paragraph (6).

‘“(5) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall com-
plete an evaluation under this subsection by
the date that is not later than 1 year after
the date on which the Secretary begins the
evaluation.

‘(6) REPORT.—On completion of an evalua-
tion under this subsection, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
report on the effects of the operational
changes proposed by the non-Federal inter-
est and examined in the evaluation on the
authorized purposes of the project, including
a description of any negative impacts of the
proposed operational changes on the author-
ized purposes of the project, or on any Fed-
eral project located in the same basin.

“(7) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
subsection—

‘“(A) affects the authorized purposes of a
Corps of Engineers water resources develop-
ment project;
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‘“(B) affects existing authorities of the
Corps of Engineers, including authorities
with respect to navigation, flood damage re-
duction, environmental protection and res-
toration, water supply and conservation, and
other related purposes; or

“(C) authorizes the Secretary to make any
operational changes to a Corps of Engineers
water resources development project.”.

SEC. 147. REPAIR AND RESTORATION OF EM-
BANKMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non-
Federal interest, the Secretary shall assess
the cause of damage to, or the failure of, an
embankment that is adjacent to the shore-
line of a reservoir project owned and oper-
ated by the Secretary for which such damage
or failure to the embankment has adversely
affected a roadway that the Secretary has
relocated for construction of the reservoir.

(b) REPAIR AND RESTORATION ACTIVITIES.—
If, based on the assessment carried out under
subsection (a), the Secretary determines
that the cause of the damage to, or the fail-
ure of, the embankment is the direct result
of the design or operation of the reservoir by
the Secretary, the Secretary is authorized to
participate in the repair or restoration of
such embankment.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary $10,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion.

SEC. 148. COASTAL MAPPING.

Section 516 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2326b) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h);

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(g) COASTAL MAPPING.—The Secretary
shall develop and carry out a plan for the re-
curring mapping of coastlines that are expe-
riencing rapid change, including such coast-
lines in—

‘(1) Alaska;

‘(2) Hawaii; and

‘“(3) any territory or possession of the
United States.”’; and

(3) in subsection (h) (as so redesignated),
by adding at the end the following:

““(3) COASTAL MAPPING.—In addition to
amounts made available under paragraph (1),
there is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out subsection (g) with respect to Alas-
ka, Hawaii, and the territories and posses-
sions of the United States, $10,000,000, to re-
main available until expended.”’.

SEC. 149. INTERIM RISK REDUCTION MEASURES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any interim
risk reduction measure for dam safety pur-
poses that was evaluated in a final environ-
mental assessment completed during the pe-
riod beginning on March 18, 2019, and ending
on the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall carry out a reevaluation of
the measure in a timely manner if the final
environmental assessment did not consider
in detail at least—

(1) 1 operational water control plan change
alternative;

(2) 1 action alternative other than an oper-
ational water control plan change; and

(3) the no action alternative.

(b) COORDINATION.—A reevaluation carried
out under subsection (a) shall include consid-
eration of the alternatives described in such
subsection, which shall be developed in co-
ordination with Federal agencies, States, In-
dian Tribes, units of local government, and
other non-Federal interests that have exist-
ing water obligations that would be directly
affected by implementation of an interim
risk reduction measure that is the subject of
the reevaluation.

(¢) IMPLEMENTATION PRIOR TO REEVALUA-
TION.—Nothing in this section prohibits the
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Secretary from implementing an interim
risk reduction measure for which a reevalua-
tion is required under subsection (a) prior to
the completion of the reevaluation under
subsection (a).

SEC. 150. MAINTENANCE DREDGING PERMITS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, to
the maximum extent practicable, prioritize
the reissuance of any regional general per-
mit for maintenance dredging that expires
prior to May 1, 2021, and shall use best efforts
to ensure such reissuance prior to expiration
of such a regional general permit for mainte-
nance dredging.

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section affects any obligation to comply
with the requirements of any Federal law,
including—

(1) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.);

(2) the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and

(3) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

SEC. 151. HIGH WATER-LOW WATER PREPARED-
NESS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) BYPASS.—The term ‘‘bypass’ means an
alternate water route adjacent to a lock and
dam on a Federal inland waterway system
that can be used for commercial navigation
during high water conditions.

(2) EMERGENCY CONDITION.—The
““emergency condition’” means—

(A) unsafe conditions on a Federal inland
waterway system that prevent the operation
of commercial vessels, resulting from a
major change in water level or flows;

(B) an obstruction in a Federal inland wa-
terway system, including silt, sediment,
rock formation, or a shallow channel;

(C) an impaired or inoperable Federal lock
and dam; or

(D) any other condition determined appro-
priate by the Secretary.

(b) EMERGENCY DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary, in consultation with the District
Commanders responsible for maintaining
any Federal inland waterway system, the
users of the waterway system, and the Coast
Guard, may make a determination that an
emergency condition exists on the waterway
system.

(¢) EMERGENCY MITIGATION PROJECT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2)
and the availability of appropriations, and in
accordance with all applicable Federal re-
quirements, the Secretary may carry out an
emergency mitigation project on a Federal
inland waterway system with respect to
which the Secretary has determined that an
emergency condition exists under subsection
(b), or on a bypass of such system, to remedy
that emergency condition.

(2) DEADLINE.—An emergency mitigation
project under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be initiated by not later than 60 days
after the date on which the Secretary makes
the applicable determination under sub-
section (b); and

(B) to the maximum extent practicable, be
completed by not later than 1 year after the
date on which the Secretary makes such de-
termination.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary to carry out this section $25,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2022 through 2024, to
remain available until expended.
SEC. 152. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN

AND COSTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a flood risk
management project that incidentally gen-
erates seismic safety benefits in regions of
moderate or high seismic hazard, for the pur-
pose of a benefit-cost analysis for the
project, the Secretary shall not include in

term
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that analysis any additional design and con-
struction costs resulting from addressing
seismic concerns.

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Except with re-
spect to the benefit-cost analysis, the addi-
tional costs referred to in subsection (a)
shall be—

(1) included in the total project cost; and

(2) subject to cost-share requirements oth-
erwise applicable to the project.

SEC. 153. LEASE DEVIATIONS.

(a) DEFINITION OF COVERED LEASE DEVI-
ATION.—In this section, the term ‘‘covered
lease deviation’” means a change in terms
from the existing lease that requires ap-
proval from the Secretary for a lease—

(1) of Federal land within the State of
Oklahoma that is associated with a water re-
sources development project, under—

(A) section 2667 of title 10, United States
Code; or

(B) section 4 of the Act of December 22,
1944 (16 U.S.C. 460d); and

(2) with respect to which the lessee is in
good standing.

(b) DEADLINE.—In the case of a request for
a covered lease deviation—

(1) the Division Commander of the South-
western Division shall—

(A) notify the Secretary of the request via
electronic means by not later than 24 hours
after receiving the request; and

(B) by not later than 10 business days after
the date on which the Division Commander
notifies the Secretary under subparagraph
(A)—

(i) make a determination approving, deny-
ing, or requesting a modification to the re-
quest; and

(ii) provide to the Secretary the deter-
mination under clause (i); and

(2) if the Division Commander does not
make a determination under paragraph
(1)(B), the Secretary shall make a deter-
mination approving, denying, or requesting a
modification to the request by not later than
10 business days after the date on which the
deadline described in paragraph (1)(B) ex-
pires.

(c) NOTIFICATION.—If the Secretary does
not make a determination under subsection
(b)(2) by the deadline described in that sub-
section, the Secretary shall submit a notifi-
cation of the failure to make a determina-
tion with respect to the covered lease devi-
ation, including the reason for the failure
and a description of any outstanding issues,
to—

(1) the entity seeking the covered lease de-
viation;

(2) the members of the Oklahoma congres-
sional delegation;

(3) the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate; and

(4) the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives.

SEC. 154. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ARCTIC DEEP
DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) the Arctic, as defined in section 112 of
the Arctic Research and Policy Act of 1984
(Public Law 98-373), is a region of strategic
importance to the national security and
maritime transportation interests of the
United States;

(2) there is a compelling national, regional,
Alaska Native, and private sector need for
permanent maritime transportation infra-
structure development and for a presence in
the Arctic by the United States to assert na-
tional security interests and to support and
facilitate search and rescue, shipping safety,
economic development, oil spill prevention
and response, subsistence and commercial
fishing, the establishment of ports of refuge,
Arctic research, and maritime law enforce-
ment;
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(3) the Government of the Russian Federa-
tion has prioritized the development of Arc-
tic maritime transportation capabilities and
has made significant investments in military
infrastructure in the Arctic, including the
construction or refurbishment of 16 deep-
water ports in the region;

(4) is a serious concern that the closest
United States strategic seaports to the Arc-
tic are the Port of Anchorage and the Port of
Tacoma, located approximately 1,500 nau-
tical miles and 2,400 nautical miles away
from the Arctic, respectively, and approxi-
mately 1,900 nautical miles and 2,800 nautical
miles, respectively, from Utiagvik, Alaska;
and

(5) it is in the national interest to enhance
existing, and develop, maritime transpor-
tation infrastructure in the Arctic, including
an Arctic deep draft strategic seaport in
Alaska, that would allow the Coast Guard
and the Navy each to perform their respec-
tive statutory duties and functions on a per-
manent basis with minimal mission inter-
ruption.

SEC. 155. SMALL WATER STORAGE PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a program to study and construct new,
or enlarge existing, small water storage
projects, in partnership with a non-Federal
interest.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible to par-
ticipate in the program under this section, a
small water storage project shall—

(1) in the case of a new small water storage
project, have a water storage capacity of not
less than 2,000 acre-feet and not more than
30,000 acre-feet;

(2) in the case of an enlargement of an ex-
isting small water storage project, be for an
enlargement of not less than 1,000 acre-feet
and not more than 30,000 acre-feet;

(3) provide—

(A) flood risk management benefits;

(B) ecological benefits; or

(C) water management, water conserva-
tion, or water supply; and

(4) be—

(A) economically justified, environ-
mentally acceptable, and technically fea-
sible; or

(B) in the case of a project providing eco-
logical benefits, cost-effective with respect
to such benefits.

(c) SCOPE.—In carrying out the program
under this section, the Secretary shall give
preference to a small water storage project
located in a State with a population of less
than 1,000,000.

(d) EXPEDITED PROJECTS.—For the 10-year
period beginning on the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall expedite small
water storage projects under this section for
which applicable Federal permitting require-
ments have been completed.

(e) USE OF DATA.—In conducting a study
under this section, to the maximum extent
practicable, the Secretary shall—

(1) as the Secretary determines appro-
priate, consider and utilize any applicable
hydrologic, economic, or environmental data
that is prepared for a small water storage
project under State law as the documenta-
tion, or part of the documentation, required
to complete State water plans or other State
planning documents relating to water re-
sources management; and

(2) consider information developed by the
non-Federal interest in relation to another
study, to the extent the Secretary deter-
mines such information is applicable, appro-
priate, or otherwise authorized by law.

(f) COST SHARE.—

(1) STUDY.—The Federal share of the cost
of a study conducted under this section shall
be—

(A) 100 percent for costs not to exceed
$100,000; and
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(B) 50 percent for any costs above $100,000.

(2) CONSTRUCTION.—A small water storage
project carried out under this section shall
be subject to the cost-sharing requirements
applicable to projects under section 103 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213), including—

(A) municipal and industrial water supply:
100 percent non-Federal;

(B) agricultural water supply: 35 percent
non-Federal; and

(C) recreation, including recreational navi-
gation: 50 percent of separable costs and, in
the case of any harbor or inland harbor or
channel project, 50 percent of joint and sepa-
rable costs allocated to recreational naviga-
tion.

(g) OMRRR RESPONSIBILITY.—The costs of
operation, maintenance, repair, and replace-
ment and rehabilitation for a small water
storage project constructed under this sec-
tion shall be the responsibility of the non-
Federal interest.

(h) INDIVIDUAL PROJECT LIMIT.—Not more
than $65,000,000 in Federal funds may be
made available to a small water storage
project under this section.

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $130,000,000 annually
through fiscal year 2030.

SEC. 156. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.

In carrying out section 22 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
1962d-16), the Secretary shall provide equal
priority for all mission areas of the Corps of
Engineers, including water supply and water
conservation.

SEC. 157. FORECAST-INFORMED RESERVOIR OP-
ERATIONS.

Section 1222 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2018 (128 Stat. 3811) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

““(c) ADDITIONAL UTILIZATION OF FORECAST-
INFORMED RESERVOIR OPERATIONS.—

‘(1 IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate a report on any
additional opportunities identified for uti-
lizing forecast-informed reservoir operations
across the United States, including an as-
sessment of the viability of forecast-in-
formed reservoir operations in the Upper
Missouri River Basin and the North Platte
River Basin.

‘(2) FORECAST-INFORMED RESERVOIR OPER-
ATIONS.—

““(A) AUTHORIZATION.—If the Secretary de-
termines, and includes in the report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1), that forecast-in-
formed reservoir operations are viable at a
reservoir in the Upper Missouri River Basin
or the North Platte River Basin, including a
reservoir for which the Secretary has flood
control responsibilities under section 7 of the
Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709), the
Secretary is authorized to carry out fore-
cast-informed reservoir operations at such
reservoir.

‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, if the Secretary de-
termines, and includes in the report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1), that forecast-in-
formed reservoir operations are viable in the
Upper Missouri River Basin or the North
Platte River Basin, the Secretary shall carry
out forecast-informed reservoir operations at
not fewer than one reservoir in such basin.”.
SEC. 158. DATA FOR WATER ALLOCATION, SUP-

PLY, AND DEMAND.

(a) STUDY ON DATA FOR WATER ALLOCATION,
SUPPLY, AND DEMAND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer
to enter into an agreement with the Na-
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tional Academy of Sciences to conduct a
study on the ability of Federal agencies to
coordinate with other Federal agencies,
State and local agencies, Indian Tribes, com-
munities, universities, consortiums, coun-
cils, and other relevant entities with exper-
tise in water resources to facilitate and co-
ordinate the sharing among such entities of
water allocation, supply, and demand data,
including—

(A) any catalogs of such data;

(B) definitions of any commonly used
terms relating to water allocation, supply,
and demand; and

(C) a description of any common standards
used by those entities.

(2) REPORT.—If the National Academy of
Sciences enters into an agreement under
paragraph (1), to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, not later than 1 year after the date
of enactment of this Act, the National Acad-
emy of Sciences shall submit to Congress a
report that includes—

(A) the results of the study under para-
graph (1);

(B) recommendations for ways to stream-
line and make cost-effective methods for
Federal agencies to coordinate interstate
sharing of data, including recommendations
for the development of a publicly accessible,
internet-based platform that can allow enti-
ties described in paragraph (1) to commu-
nicate and coordinate ongoing data collec-
tion efforts relating to water allocation, sup-
ply, and demand, and share best practices re-
lating to those efforts; and

(C) a recommendation as to an appropriate
Federal entity that should—

(i) serve as the lead coordinator for the
sharing of data relating to water allocation,
supply, and demand; and

(ii) host and manage the internet-based
platform described in subparagraph (B).

(b) DATA TRANSPARENCY.—The Secretary
shall prioritize making publicly available
water resources data in the custody of the
Corps of Engineers, as authorized by section
2017 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2342).

(c) FUNDING.—From amounts otherwise ap-
propriated or made available to the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may make available to
the National Academy of Sciences not more
than $3,900,000, to be used for the review of
information provided by the Corps of Engi-
neers for purposes of a study under sub-
section (a). The Secretary may accept funds
from another Federal agency and make such
funds available to the National Academy of
Sciences, to be used for the review of infor-
mation provided by such agency for purposes
of a study under subsection (a).

SEC. 159. INLAND WATERWAYS PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AUTHORIZED PROJECT.—The term ‘‘au-
thorized project’” means a federally author-
ized water resources development project for
navigation on the inland waterways.

(2) MODERNIZATION ACTIVITIES.—The term
“modernization activities’’ means construc-
tion or major rehabilitation activities for
any authorized project.

(3) NON-FEDERAL INTEREST.—The term
‘“‘non-Federal interest” means any public
body described in section 221(b) of the Flood
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)).

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF PILOT PROGRAM.—
The Secretary is authorized to carry out a
pilot program for modernization activities
on the inland waterways system.

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the pilot
program under this section, the Secretary
may—

(A) accept and expend funds provided by a
non-Federal interest to carry out, for an au-
thorized project (or a separable element of
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an authorized project), modernization activi-
ties for such project; or

(B) coordinate with the non-Federal inter-
est in order to allow the non-Federal interest
to carry out, for an authorized project (or a
separable element of an authorized project),
such modernization activities.

(2) NUMBER.—The Secretary shall select
not more than 2 authorized projects to par-
ticipate in the pilot program under para-
graph (1).

(3) CONDITIONS.—Before carrying out mod-
ernization activities pursuant to paragraph
(1)(B), a non-Federal interest shall—

(A) obtain any permit or approval required
in connection with such activities under
Federal or State law that would be required
if the Secretary were to carry out such ac-
tivities; and

(B) ensure that a final environmental im-
pact statement or environmental assess-
ment, as appropriate, for such activities has
been filed pursuant to the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969.

(4) MONITORING.—For any modernization
activities carried out by the non-Federal in-
terest pursuant to this section, the Sec-
retary shall regularly monitor and audit
such activities to ensure that—

(A) the modernization activities are car-
ried out in accordance with this section; and

(B) the cost of the modernization activities
is reasonable.

(5) REQUIREMENTS.—The requirements of
section 3142 of title 40, United States Code
shall apply to any modernization activities
undertaken under or pursuant to this sec-
tion, either by the Secretary or the non-Fed-
eral interest.

(d) AGREEMENTS.—

(1) ACTIVITIES CARRIED OUT BY NON-FEDERAL
INTEREST.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—

(i) WRITTEN AGREEMENT.—Before a mnon-
Federal interest initiates modernization ac-
tivities for an authorized project pursuant to
this subsection (c¢)(1)(B), the non-Federal in-
terest shall enter into a written agreement
with the Secretary, under section 221 of the
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b),
that requires the modernization activities to
be carried out in accordance with—

(I) a plan approved by the Secretary; and

(IT) any other terms and conditions speci-
fied by the Secretary in the agreement.

(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—A written agreement
under clause (i) shall provide that the non-
Federal interest shall comply with the same
legal and technical requirements that would
apply if the modernization activities were
carried out by the Secretary, including all
mitigation required to offset environmental
impacts of the activities, as determined by
the Secretary.

(B) ALIGNMENT WITH ONGOING ACTIVITIES.—
A written agreement under subparagraph (A)
shall include provisions that, to the max-
imum extent practicable, align moderniza-
tion activities under this section with ongo-
ing operations and maintenance activities
for the applicable authorized project.

(C) INDEMNIFICATION.—AS part of a written
agreement under subparagraph (A), the non-
Federal interest shall agree to hold and save
the United States free from liability for any
and all damage that arises from the mod-
ernization activities carried out by the non-
Federal interest pursuant to this section.

(2) ACTIVITIES CARRIED OUT BY SEC-
RETARY.—For modernization activities to be
carried out by the Secretary pursuant to
subsection (c)(1)(A), the non-Federal interest
shall enter into a written agreement with
the Secretary, containing such terms and
conditions as the Secretary determines ap-
propriate.

(e) REIMBURSEMENT.—
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(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary may
reimburse a non-Federal interest for the
costs of modernization activities carried out
by the non-Federal interest pursuant to an
agreement entered into under subsection (d),
or for funds provided to the Secretary under
subsection (¢)(1)(A), if—

(A) the non-Federal interest complies with
the agreement entered into under subsection
(d); and

(B) with respect to modernization activi-
ties carried out by the non-Federal interest
pursuant to the agreement, the Secretary de-
termines that the non-Federal interest com-
plied with all applicable Federal require-
ments in carrying out the modernization ac-
tivities.

(2) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may only
reimburse a non-Federal interest under para-
graph (1) for costs of construction that would
otherwise be paid from amounts appro-
priated from the general fund of the Treas-
ury pursuant to section 102 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2212).

(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section—

(1) affects the responsibility of the Sec-
retary for the operations and maintenance of
the inland waterway system, as of the day
before the date of enactment of this Act, in-
cluding the responsibility of the Secretary
for the operations and maintenance costs for
any covered project after the modernization
activities are completed pursuant to this
section;

(2) prohibits or prevents the use of Federal
funds for operations and maintenance of the
inland waterway system or any authorized
project within the inland waterway system;
or

(3) prohibits or prevents the use of Federal
funds for construction or major rehabilita-
tion activities within the inland waterway
system or for any authorized project within
the inland waterway system.

(g) NOTIFICATION.—If a non-Federal inter-
est notifies the Secretary that the non-Fed-
eral interest intends to carry out moderniza-
tion activities for an authorized project, or
separable element thereof, pursuant to this
section, the Secretary shall provide written
notice to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
concerning the intent of the non-Federal in-
terest.

(h) SUNSET.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to enter into an agreement under this
section shall terminate on the date that is 5
years after the date of enactment of this
Act.

(2) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY.—The ter-
mination of authority under paragraph (1)
shall not extinguish the eligibility of a non-
Federal interest to seek reimbursement
under subsection (e).

SEC. 160. DEFINITION OF ECONOMICALLY DIS-
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall issue guidance defining the
term ‘‘economically disadvantaged commu-
nity’”’ for the purposes of this Act and the
amendments made by this Act.

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In defining the term
‘“‘economically disadvantaged community”’
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall, to
the maximum extent practicable, utilize the
criteria under paragraph (1) or (2) of section
301(a) of the Public Works and Economic De-
velopment Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3161), to the
extent that such criteria are applicable in re-
lation to the development of water resources
development projects.
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(¢c) PuBLIC COMMENT.—In developing the
guidance under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall provide notice and an opportunity for
public comment.

SEC. 161. STUDIES OF WATER RESOURCES DE-
VELOPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-
FEDERAL INTERESTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 203 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2231) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘, or,
upon the written approval of the Secretary
that the modifications are consistent with
the authorized purposes of the project, un-
dertake a feasibility study on modifications
to a water resources development project
constructed by the Corps of Engineers,”
after ‘“‘water resources development project’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘for feasi-
bility studies” and all that follows through
the period at the end and inserting ‘‘for the
formulation of feasibility studies of water
resources development projects undertaken
by non-Federal interests to—

““(A) ensure that any feasibility study with
respect to which the Secretary submits an
assessment to Congress under subsection (c¢)
complies with all of the requirements that
would apply to a feasibility study under-
taken by the Secretary; and

‘“(B) provide sufficient information for the
formulation of the studies, including proc-
esses and procedures related to reviews and
assistance under subsection (e).”’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘““The Secretary’” and in-
serting the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) TIMING.—The Secretary may not sub-
mit to Congress an assessment of a feasi-
bility study under this section until such
time as the Secretary—

‘““(A) determines that the feasibility study
complies with all of the requirements that
would apply to a feasibility study under-
taken by the Secretary; and

‘“(B) completes all of the Federal analyses,
reviews, and compliance processes under the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), that would be re-
quired with respect to the proposed project if
the Secretary had undertaken the feasibility
study.

¢“(3) INITIATION OF REVIEW.—

“(A) REQUEST.—

‘(i) SUBMISSION.—The non-Federal interest
may submit to the Secretary a request that
the Secretary initiate the analyses, reviews,
and compliance processes described in para-
graph (2)(B) with respect to the proposed
project prior to the non-Federal interest’s
submission of a feasibility study under sub-
section (a)(1).

‘(i) EFFECT.—Receipt by the Secretary of
a request submitted under clause (i) shall be
considered the receipt of a proposal or appli-
cation that will lead to a major Federal ac-
tion that is subject to the requirements of
section 102(2)(C) of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4332(2)(C)) that would be required if the Sec-
retary were to undertake the feasibility
study.

‘(B) DEADLINE.—Not later than 10 days
after the Secretary receives a request under
this paragraph, the Secretary shall begin the
required analyses, reviews, and compliance
processes.

‘“(4) NOTIFICATION.—Upon receipt of a re-
quest under paragraph (3), the Secretary
shall notify the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate of
the request and a timeline for completion of
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the required analyses, reviews, and compli-
ance processes.

‘() STATUS UPDATES.—Not later than 30
days after receiving a request under para-
graph (3), and every 30 days thereafter until
the Secretary submits an assessment under
subsection (c) for the applicable feasibility
study, the Secretary shall notify the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives, the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of
the Senate, and the non-Federal interest of
the status of the Secretary’s required anal-
yses, reviews, and compliance processes.”’;
and

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘after the date of receipt of
a feasibility study of a project under sub-
section (a)(1)” and insert ‘‘after the comple-
tion of review of a feasibility study under
subsection (b)”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘a report’” and inserting
“‘an assessment’’.

(b) DEADLINE.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall issue revised guidelines under
section 203 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) to imple-
ment the amendments made by this section.

(¢) HOLD HARMLESS.—

(1) ONE-YEAR WINDOW.—The amendments
made by this section shall not apply to any
feasibility study submitted to the Secretary
under section 203 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) during
the one-year period prior to the date of en-
actment of this section.

(2) 2020 PROJECTS.—The amendments made
by this section shall not apply to any project
authorized by section 403 of this Act.

SEC. 162. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC-
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP-
PLY.

Section 1118(i) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2016 (43 U.S.C. 390b-2(i)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary may’ and
inserting the following:

‘(1) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS FOR
PROJECTS.—The Secretary may’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS FOR OTHER FED-
ERAL RESERVOIR PROJECTS.—The Secretary is
authorized to receive and expend funds from
a non-Federal interest to formulate, review,
or revise operational documents, pursuant to
a proposal submitted in accordance sub-
section (a), for any reservoir for which the
Secretary is authorized to prescribe regula-
tions for the use of storage allocated for
flood control or navigation pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of the Act of December 22, 1944 (33
U.S.C. 709).”.

SEC. 163. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REMOVAL OF
UNAUTHORIZED, MANMADE, FLAM-
MABLE MATERIALS ON CORPS PROP-
ERTY.

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary should, using existing authorities,
prioritize the removal, from facilities and
lands of the Corps of Engineers in regions
that are urban and arid, of materials that
are manmade, flammable, unauthorized to be
present, and determined by the Secretary to
pose a fire risk that is a threat to public
safety.

SEC. 164. ENHANCED DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
view the master plan and shoreline manage-
ment plan for any lake described in section
3134 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1142; 130 Stat. 1671) for
the purpose of identifying structures or
other improvements that are owned by the
Secretary and are suitable for enhanced de-
velopment, if—
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(1) the master plan and shoreline manage-
ment plan of the lake have been updated
since January 1, 2013; and

(2) the applicable district office of the
Corps of Engineers has received a written re-
quest for such a review from any entity.

(b) DEFINITION OF ENHANCED DEVELOP-
MENT.—In this section, the term ‘‘enhanced
development’ means the use, for non-water-
dependent commercial or hospitality indus-
try purposes or for residential or rec-
reational purposes, of an existing structure
or other improvement.

(c) DIVESTMENT AUTHORITY.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall—

(1) submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
report that identifies—

(A) any structure or other improvement
owned by the Secretary that—

(i) has been identified as suitable for en-
hanced development pursuant to subsection
(a);

(ii) the Secretary determines the divest-
ment of which would not adversely affect the
Corps of Engineers operation of the lake at
which the structure or other improvement is
located; and

(iii) a non-Federal interest has offered to
purchase from the Secretary; and

(B) the fair market value of any structure
or other improvement identified under sub-
paragraph (A); and

(2) develop a plan to divest any structure
or other improvement identified under para-
graph (1)(A), at fair market value, to the ap-
plicable non-Federal interest.

SEC. 165. CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM FOR CONTINUING AU-
THORITY PROJECTS IN SMALL OR DISADVAN-
TAGED COMMUNITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall implement a pilot program,
in accordance with this subsection, for car-
rying out a project under a continuing au-
thority program for an economically dis-
advantaged community.

(2) PARTICIPATION IN PILOT PROGRAM.—In
carrying out paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall—

(A) publish a notice in the Federal Register
that requests non-Federal interest proposals
for a project under a continuing authority
program for an economically disadvantaged
community; and

(B) review such proposals and select a total
of 10 projects, taking into consideration geo-
graphic diversity among the selected
projects.

(3) CoST SHARE.—Notwithstanding the cost
share authorized for the applicable con-
tinuing authority program, the Federal
share of the cost of a project selected under
paragraph (2) shall be 100 percent.

(4) SUNSET.—The authority to commence
pursuant to this subsection a project se-
lected under paragraph (2) shall terminate on
the date that is 10 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

() CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAM DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘con-
tinuing authority program’ has the meaning
given that term in section 7001(c)(1)(D) of
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d).

(b) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE
PROTECTION.—Notwithstanding section 14 of
the Flood Control Act of 1946 (33 U.S.C. 701r),
there is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out such section $25,500,000 for each of
fiscal years 2021 through 2024.

(2) STORM AND HURRICANE RESTORATION AND
IMPACT MINIMIZATION PROGRAM.—Notwith-
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standing section 3(c) of the Act of August 13,
1946 (33 U.S.C. 426g(c)), there is authorized to
be appropriated to carry out such section
$38,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021
through 2024.

(3) SMALL RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT
PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding section 107(a) of
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C.
577(a)), there is authorized to be appropriated
to carry out such section $63,000,000 for each
of fiscal years 2021 through 2024.

(4) REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.—NoOt-
withstanding section 204(g) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C.
2326(g)), there is authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out such section $63,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2021 through 2024.

() SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS.—NoOt-
withstanding section 205 of the Flood Con-
trol Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), there is au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out such
section $69,250,000 for each of fiscal years 2021
through 2024.

(6) AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—NoOt-
withstanding section 206(f) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C.
2330(f)), there is authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out such section $63,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2021 through 2024.

(7) REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS; CLEARING
CHANNELS.—Notwithstanding section 2 of the
Act of August 28, 1937 (33 U.S.C. 701g), there
is authorized to be appropriated to carry out
such section $8,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2021 through 2024.

(8) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVE-
MENT OF ENVIRONMENT.—Notwithstanding
section 1135(h) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2309a(h)), there
is authorized to be appropriated to carry out
such section $50,500,000 for each of fiscal
years 2021 through 2024.

TITLE II—STUDIES AND REPORTS
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF PROPOSED FEASI-
BILITY STUDIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to conduct a feasibility study for the
following projects for water resources devel-
opment and conservation and other purposes,
as identified in the reports titled ‘‘Report to
Congress on Future Water Resources Devel-
opment” submitted to Congress pursuant to
section 7001 of the Water Resources Reform
and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d)
or otherwise reviewed by Congress:

(1) SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS AND TEXAS.—
Project for ecosystem restoration, Sulphur
River, Arkansas and Texas.

(2) CABLE CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—Project for
flood risk management, water supply, and
related benefits, Cable Creek, California.

(3) OROVILLE DAM, CALIFORNIA.—Project for

dam safety improvements, Oroville Dam,
California.

(4) RIO HONDO CHANNEL, CALIFORNIA.—
Project for ecosystem restoration, Rio
Hondo Channel, San Gabriel River, Cali-
fornia.

() SHINGLE CREEK AND KISSIMMEE RIVER,
FLORIDA.—Project for ecosystem restoration
and water storage, Shingle Creek and Kis-
simmee River, Osceola County, Florida.

(6) ST. JOHN’S RIVER AND LAKE JESUP, FLOR-
IDA.—Project for ecosystem restoration, St.
John’s River and Lake Jesup, Florida.

(7) CHICAGO AREA WATERWAYS SYSTEM, ILLI-
NoIS.—Project for ecosystem restoration,
recreation, and other purposes, Illinois
River, Chicago River, Calumet River, Grand
Calumet River, Little Calumet River, and
other waterways in the vicinity of Chicago,
Illinois.

(8) FOX RIVER, ILLINOIS.—Project for flood
risk management, Fox River, Illinois.

(9) LOWER MISSOURI RIVER, KANSAS.—
Project for bank stabilization and naviga-
tion, Lower Missouri River, Sioux City, Kan-
sas.
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LOUISIANA.—
management,

(10) TANGIPAHOA PARISH,
Project for flood risk
Tangipahoa Parish, Louisiana.

(11) NEWBURY AND NEWBURYPORT, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—Project for coastal storm risk
management, Newbury and Newburyport,
Massachusetts.

(12) ESCATAWPA RIVER BASIN, MISSISSIPPI.—
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Escatawpa River, Jack-
son County, Mississippi.

(13) LONG BEACH, BAY ST. LOUIS AND MIS-
SISSIPPI SOUND, MISSISSIPPI.—Project for hur-
ricane and storm damage risk reduction and
flood risk management, Long Beach, Bay St.
Louis and Mississippi Sound, Mississippi.

(14) TALLAHOMA AND TALLAHALA CREEKS,
MISSISSIPPI.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, Leaf River, Jones County, Mississippi.

(15) LOWER MISSOURI RIVER, MISSOURI.—
Project for mnavigation, Lower Missouri
River, Missouri.

(16) LOWER OSAGE RIVER BASIN, MISSOURI.—
Project for ecosystem restoration, Lower
Osage River Basin, Missouri.

(17) WYATT, MISSOURI.—Project for flood
risk management, P. Fields Pump Station,
Wyatt, Missouri.

(18) UPPER BASIN AND STONY BROOK (GREEN
BROOK SUB-BASIN), RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NEW
JERSEY.—Reevaluation of the Upper Basin
and Stony Brook portions of the project for
flood control, Green Brook Sub-basin, Rari-
tan River Basin, New Jersey, authorized by
section 401 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4119), including
the evaluation of nonstructural measures to
achieve the project purpose.

(19) WADING RIVER CREEK, NEW YORK.—
Project for hurricane and storm damage risk
reduction, flood risk management, naviga-
tion, and ecosystem restoration, Wading
River Creek, New York.

(20) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN (TURNING
BASIN), OREGON AND WASHINGTON.—Project to
improve and add turning basins for the
project for navigation, Columbia River Chan-
nel, Oregon and Washington, authorized by
section 101(b)(13) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 280).

21 WILLIAMSPORT, PENNSYLVANIA.—
Project for flood risk management and levee
rehabilitation, greater Williamsport, Penn-
sylvania.

(22) CITY OF CHARLESTON, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.—Project for tidal- and inland-related
flood risk management, Charleston, South
Carolina.

(23) CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS.—Project for
flood risk management, Chocolate Bayou,
Texas.

(24) HOUSTON-GALVESTON, TEXAS.—Project
for navigation, Houston-Galveston, Texas.

(25) PORT ARTHUR AND ORANGE COUNTY,
TEXAS.—Project for flood risk management,
Port Arthur and Orange County, Texas, in-
cluding construction of improvements to in-
terior drainage.

(26) PORT OF VICTORIA, TEXAS.—Project for
flood risk management, Port of Victoria,
Texas.

(27) VIRGINIA BEACH AND VICINITY, VIRGINIA
AND NORTH CAROLINA.—Project for coastal
storm risk management, Virginia Beach and
vicinity, Virginia and North Carolina.

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary shall
consider any study carried out by the Sec-
retary to formulate the project for flood risk
management, Port Arthur and Orange Coun-
ty, Texas, identified in subsection (a)(25) to
be a continuation of the study carried out
for Sabine Pass to Galveston Bay, Texas, au-
thorized by a resolution of the Committee on
Environment and Public Works of the Sen-
ate, approved June 23, 2004, and funded by
title IV of division B of the Bipartisan Budg-
et Act of 2018, under the heading “CORPS OF
ENGINEERS—CIVIL—DEPARTMENT OF
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THE ARMY—CONSTRUCTION” (Public Law
115-123; 132 Stat. 76).
SEC. 202. EXPEDITED COMPLETIONS.

(a) FEASIBILITY REPORTS.—The Secretary
shall expedite the completion of a feasibility
study for each of the following projects, and
if the Secretary determines that the project
is justified in a completed report, may pro-
ceed directly to preconstruction planning,
engineering, and design of the project:

(1) Project for navigation, Florence, Ala-
bama.

(2) Project to modify the project for navi-
gation, Tennessee-Tombighee Waterway,
Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Ten-
nessee.

(3) Project for shoreline stabilization,
Aunu‘u Harbor, American Samoa.

(4) Project for shoreline stabilization,
Tutuila Island, American Samoa.

(56) Project for flood risk management,
Lower Santa Cruz River, Arizona.

(6) Project for flood risk management, Rio
de Flag, Arizona.

(7) Project for flood risk management,
Tonto Creek, Gila River, Arizona.

(8) Project for flood control, water con-
servation, and related purposes, Coyote Val-
ley Dam, California.

(9) Project for shoreline stabilization, Del
Mar Bluffs, San Diego County, California,
carried out pursuant to the resolution of the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
adopted on April 22, 1999 (docket number
2598).

(10) Project for flood damage reduction and
ecosystem restoration, Del Rosa Channel,
city of San Bernardino, California.

(11) Project for flood risk management,
Lower Cache Creek, California.

(12) Project for flood damage reduction and
ecosystem restoration, Mission-Zanja Chan-
nel, cities of San Bernardino and Redlands,
California.

(13) Project for flood risk management,
Napa, California.

(14) Project for shoreline protection,
Oceanside, California, authorized pursuant
to section 414 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2636; 121 Stat.
1176).

(15) Project for ecosystem restoration and
water conservation, Prado Basin, Orange,
Riverside, and San Bernardino counties,
California.

(16) Project for water conservation and
water supply, Redbank and Fancher Creeks,
California.

(17) Project for coastal storm damage re-
duction, San Diego County shoreline, Cali-
fornia.

(18) Project to modify the project for navi-
gation, San Francisco Bay to Stockton, Cali-
fornia.

(19) Project for flood risk management,
San Francisquito Creek, California.

(20) Project to modify the Seven Oaks
Dam, California, portion of the project for
flood control, Santa Ana River Mainstem,
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4113; 101 Stat. 1329-111; 104 Stat.
4611; 110 Stat. 3713; 121 Stat. 1115), to include
water conservation as an authorized purpose.

(21) Project for coastal storm damage re-
duction, Southern California.

(22) Project for water storage,
Dam, Colorado.

(23) Project for flood risk management,
East Hartford Levee System, Connecticut.

(24) Project for flood risk management,
Fairfield and New Haven Counties, Con-
necticut.

(25) Project for navigation, Guilford Harbor
and Sluice Channel, Connecticut.

(26) Project for flood risk management,
Hartford Levee System, Connecticut.
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(27) Project for ecosystem restoration, Cen-
tral and Southern Florida Project Canal 111
(C-111), South Dade County, Florida.

(28) Project for ecosystem restoration,
Lake Okeechobee, Florida.

(29) Project for ecosystem restoration,
Western Everglades, Florida.

(30) Project for flood risk management,
Hanapepe River, Kauai, Hawaii.

(31) Project for flood risk management,
Wailupe Stream, Oahu, Hawaii.

(32) Project for flood risk management,
Waimea River, Kauai, Hawaii, being carried
out under section 205 of the Flood Control
Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s).

(33) Project for comprehensive hurricane
and storm damage risk reduction and shore-
line erosion protection, Chicago, Illinois, au-
thorized by section 101(a)(12) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat.
3664; 113 Stat. 302).

(34) Project for flood risk management,
Wheaton, DuPage County, Illinois.

(35) Project for flood damage reduction,
ecosystem restoration, and recreation, Blue
River Basin, Kansas City, Kansas, carried
out pursuant to the resolution of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives adopted on
September 24, 2008 (docket number 2803).

(36) Project for flood control, Amite River
and Tributaries east of the Mississippi River,
Louisiana.

(37) Project for coastal storm risk manage-
ment, Upper Barataria Basin, Louisiana.

(38) Project for navigation, Kent Narrows
and Chester River, Queen Anne’s County,
Maryland.

(39) Project to replace the Bourne and Sag-
amore Bridges, Cape Cod, Massachusetts.

(40) Project for flood risk management,
ecosystem restoration, and recreation,
Lower St. Croix River, Minnesota, carried
out pursuant to the resolution of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives adopted on
September 25, 2002 (docket number 2705).

(41) Project to deepen the project for navi-
gation, Gulfport Harbor, Mississippi, author-
ized by section 202(a) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4094).

(42) Project for navigation, Shark River,
New Jersey.

(43) Project for mnavigation,
Inlet, New York.

(44) Project for navigation, Lake Montauk
Harbor, New York.

(45) Project for rehabilitation of Lock E-32,
Erie Canal, Pittsford, New York.

(46) Project for navigation and shoreline
stabilization, Reel Point Preserve, New
York, carried out pursuant to the resolution
of the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives
adopted on May 2, 2007 (docket number 2775).

(47) Project for flood risk management,
Rondout Creek-Wallkill River Watershed,
New York, carried out pursuant to the reso-
lution of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives adopted on May 2, 2007 (docket
number 2776).

(48) Project for ecosystem restoration and
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction,
Spring Creek South (Howard Beach), Queens,
New York.

(49) Project for ecosystem restoration,
Hood River at the confluence with the Co-
lumbia River, Oregon.

(50) Project to resolve increased silting and
shoaling adjacent to the Federal channel,
Port of Bandon, Coquille River, Oregon.

(51) Project for flood control, 42nd Street
Levee, Springfield, Oregon, being carried out
under section 205 of the Flood Control Act of
1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s).

(52) Project for construction of Tribal
housing authorized by title IV of Public Law
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100-581 (102 Stat. 2944), Oregon and Wash-
ington.

(63) Project for flood risk management,
Dorchester County, South Carolina.

(54) Project for navigation, Georgetown
Harbor, South Carolina.

(55) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, Myrtle Beach, South
Carolina.

(56) Project to modify the projects for navi-
gation and other purposes, Old Hickory Lock
and Dam and the Cordell Hull Dam and Res-
ervoir, Cumberland River, Tennessee, au-
thorized by the Act of July 24, 1946 (chapter
595, 60 Stat. 636), to add flood risk manage-
ment as an authorized purpose.

(67) Project for flood risk management,
Buffalo Bayou, Texas.

(568) Project for flood risk management,
ecosystem restoration, water supply, and re-
lated purposes, Lower Rio Grande River,
Cameron County, Texas, carried out pursu-
ant to the resolution of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives adopted on May 21,
2003 (docket number 2710).

(59) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction and shoreline erosion pro-
tection, Bolongo Bay, St. Thomas, United
States Virgin Islands.

(60) Project for water supply and eco-
system restoration, Howard Hanson Dam,
Washington.

(61) Project for ecosystem restoration,
Puget Sound, Washington.

(62) Project for navigation, Seattle Harbor,
Washington.

(63) Project for navigation, Tacoma Har-
bor, Washington.

(64) Project for dam safety remediation,
Bluestone Dam, West Virginia.

(65) Project to modify the project for navi-
gation, Milwaukee Harbor, Wisconsin.

(b) POST-AUTHORIZATION CHANGE RE-
PORTS.—The Secretary shall expedite com-
pletion of a post-authorization change report
for the following projects:

(1) Project for ecosystem restoration, Tres
Rios, Arizona.

(2) Project for flood risk management, Des
Moines Levee System, including Birdland
Park Levee, Des Moines and Raccoon Rivers,
Des Moines, Iowa.

(c) WATERSHED AND RIVER BASIN ASSESS-
MENTS.—The Secretary shall expedite the
completion of an assessment under section
729 of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a) for the following:

(1) Kansas River Basin, Kansas.

(2) Merrimack River Basin, Massachusetts.

(3) Pascagoula River Basin, Mississippi.

(4) Tuscarawas River Basin, Ohio.

(5) Lower Fox River Basin, Wisconsin.

(6) Upper Fox River Basin and Wolf River
Basin, Wisconsin.

(d) DISPOSITION STUDIES.—The Secretary
shall expedite the completion of a disposi-
tion study, carried out under section 216 of
the Flood Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a),
for the project for Salinas Reservoir (Santa
Margarita Lake), California.

(e) REALLOCATION STUDIES.—The Secretary
shall expedite the completion of a study for
the reallocation of water supply storage, car-
ried out in accordance with section 301 of the
Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), for
the following:

(1) Aquilla Lake, Texas.

(2) Lake Whitney, Texas.

(f) ECONOMIC REEVALUATION REPORT.—The
Secretary shall expedite the completion of
the economic reevaluation report for the
navigation and sustainability program car-
ried out pursuant to title VIII of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C.
652 note).
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SEC. 203. EXPEDITED MODIFICATIONS OF EXIST-
ING FEASIBILITY STUDIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall expe-
dite the completion of the following feasi-
bility studies, as modified by this section,
and if the Secretary determines that a
project that is the subject of the feasibility
study is justified in a completed report, may
proceed directly to preconstruction plan-
ning, engineering, and design of the project:

(1) SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CALIFORNIA.—The
study for flood risk reduction authorized by
section 142 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 2930), is modified
to authorize the Secretary to—

(A) investigate the ocean shoreline of San
Mateo, San Francisco, and Marin Counties
for the purposes of providing flood protection
against tidal and fluvial flooding;

(B) with respect to the bay and ocean
shorelines of San Mateo, San Francisco, and
Marin Counties, investigate measures to
adapt to rising sea levels; and

(C) with respect to the bay and ocean
shorelines, and streams running to the bay
and ocean shorelines, of San Mateo, San
Francisco, and Marin Counties, investigate
the effects of proposed flood protection and
other measures or improvements on—

(i) the local economy;

(ii) habitat restoration, enhancement, or
expansion efforts or opportunities;

(iii) public infrastructure protection and
improvement;

(iv) stormwater runoff capacity and con-
trol measures, including those that may
mitigate flooding;

(v) erosion of beaches and coasts; and

(vi) any other measures or improvements
relevant to adapting to rising sea levels.

(2) SACRAMENTO RIVER, SOUTHERN SUTTER
COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The study for flood
control and allied purposes for the Sac-
ramento River Basin, authorized by section
209 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (76 Stat.
1197), is modified to authorize the Secretary
to conduct a study for flood risk manage-
ment, southern Sutter County between the
Sacramento River and Sutter Bypass, Cali-
fornia.

(3) SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA.—In carrying
out the program to implement projects to re-
store the Salton Sea, California, authorized
by section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1113; 130 Stat.
1677), the Secretary is authorized to carry
out a study for the construction of a perim-
eter lake, or a northern or southern subset
thereof, for the Salton Sea, California.

(4) NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR AND
TRIBUTARIES, NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY.—
The study for flood and storm damage reduc-
tion for the New York and New Jersey Har-
bor and Tributaries project, authorized by
the Act of June 15, 1955 (chapter 140, 69 Stat.
132), and being carried out pursuant to the
Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013
(Public Law 113-2), is modified to require the
Secretary to—

(A) evaluate and address the impacts of
low-frequency precipitation and sea-level
rise on the study area;

(B) consult with affected communities; and

(C) ensure the study is carried out in ac-
cordance with section 1001 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2282c).

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—Where appropriate,
the Secretary may use the authority pro-
vided by section 216 of the Flood Control Act
of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a) to carry out this sec-
tion.

SEC. 204. ASSISTANCE TO NON-FEDERAL SPON-
SORS; FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS.

(a) ASSISTANCE TO NON-FEDERAL SPON-
SORS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, during the period
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during which a non-Federal interest may
submit a proposal to be considered for inclu-
sion in an annual report pursuant to section
7001(b) of the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d(b)),
the Secretary is authorized to provide assist-
ance in accordance with section 1104(b) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2018 (33
U.S.C. 2282d note) to the non-Federal inter-
est of a project proposal described in para-
graph (2).

(2) PROJECT PROPOSALS DESCRIBED.—A
project proposal referred to in paragraph (1)
is a proposal for any of the following:

(A) A feasibility study for a fish passage
for ecosystem restoration, Lower Alabama
River, Alabama.

(B) A feasibility study for dredged material
disposal management activities, Port of
Florence, Alabama.

(C) A feasibility study for a project for
flood risk management, Sikorsky Memorial
Airport, Bridgeport, Connecticut.

(D) A feasibility study for a project to de-
sign and construct the Naugatuck River
Greenway Trail, a multiuse trail on Federal
land between Torrington and Derby, Con-
necticut.

(E) A feasibility study for a project for
coastal and flood risk management, Strat-
ford, Connecticut.

(F) A feasibility study for projects for flood
risk management, Woodbridge, Connecticut.

(G) The project for flood risk management,
Bloomington, Indiana.

(H) The project for flood risk management,
Gary, Indiana.

(I) Modification of the project for beach
erosion and hurricane protection, Grand Isle,
Louisiana, to include periodic beach nourish-
ment.

(J) A feasibility study for a project for
flood risk management, Cataouatche
Subbasin area of the west bank of Jefferson
Parish, Louisiana.

(K) A feasibility study for projects for
flood risk management and storm damage
reduction in the Hoey’s Basin area of the
east bank of Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, in-
cluding a study of the ‘“pump to the river”
concept.

(L) A feasibility study for a project for
flood risk management, Hoosic River, Massa-
chusetts.

(M) Modification of the project for naviga-
tion, River Rouge, Michigan.

(N) A project to extend dredging of the
South Haven Harbor, Michigan, to include
the former turning basin.

(O) Modification of the project for flood
risk management, Upper Rouge River,
Wayne County, Michigan.

(P) A project for aquatic and riparian eco-
system restoration, Line Creek, Riverside,
Missouri.

(Q) A feasibility study for projects for eco-
system restoration, Bangert Island, St.
Charles, Missouri, related to channels and
aquatic habitats.

(R) A study of the resiliency of the Alle-
gheny Reservoir, New York, in consultation
with the Seneca Nation.

(S) A feasibility study for the rehabilita-
tion of the tainter gates and guard gate,
Caughdenoy Dam, New York, including an
evaluation of the rehabilitation work nec-
essary to extend the service life of those
structures, such as—

(i) improvements to the hydraulic effi-
ciency of the gate systems;

(ii) improvements to the concrete founda-
tion and gate support structures; and

(iii) any other improvements the Secretary
determines to be necessary.

(T) A project for repairs to the West Pier
and West Barrier Bar, Little Sodus Bay Har-
bor, Cayuga County, New York.
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(U) A project for repair of a sheet pile wall
and east breakwater, Great Sodus Bay, New
York.

(V) A feasibility study for the project for
navigation, Port of Oswego, New York.

(W) A feasibility study for potential
projects for the rehabilitation of the Glens
Falls Feeder Canal, which begins at the
Feeder Dam intersection with the Hudson
River in Queensbury, New York, and runs to
the confluence of the Old Champlain Canal
in Kingsbury, New York.

(X) A feasibility study to determine wheth-
er the purchase of additional flood ease-
ments, changes in lake level management,
additional levee infrastructure, or imple-
mentation of other flood risk management
or containment mechanisms in the Arkansas
River Basin, Oklahoma, would benefit local
communities by reducing flood risks around
water resources development projects of the
Corps of Engineers in a range of different
flood scenarios.

(Y) A feasibility study on increasing the
frequency and depth of dredging assistance
from the Corps of Engineers at the Port of
Astoria, located at the mouth of the Colum-
bia River, Oregon.

(b) FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary is
authorized to review a project proposal de-
scribed in paragraph (2) and issue a report to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives on whether a modi-
fication to the project that is the subject of
the proposal is necessary and recommended
to carry out the authorized purposes of such
project.

(2) PROJECT PROPOSALS DESCRIBED.—A
project proposal referred to in paragraph (1)
is a proposal to modify any of the following:

(A) The project for environmental infra-
structure, City of Sheffield, Alabama, au-
thorized pursuant to section 219(f)(78) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1258; 130
Stat. 1687).

(B) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Calaveras County, California,
under section 219(f)(86) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1259).

(C) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Charlotte County, Florida, au-
thorized by section 219(f)(121) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1261).

(D) The Mississippi River and Tributaries
project authorized by the first section of the
Act of May 15, 1928 (33 U.S.C. 702a), to include
the portion of the Ouachita River Levee Sys-
tem at and below Monroe, Louisiana, to
Caldwell Parish, Louisiana.

(E) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Central New Mexico, authorized
by section 593 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 380; 119 Stat.
2255).

(F') The project for environmental infra-
structure, Village of Whitehall, New York,
authorized pursuant to section 542 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2000
(114 Stat. 2671; 121 Stat. 1150).

(G) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Ohio and North Dakota, author-
ized by section 594 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 383; 121
Stat. 1140; 121 Stat. 1944).

(H) The project for flood risk management
and water supply, Tenkiller Ferry Lake, Ar-
kansas River Basin, Oklahoma, authorized
by section 4 of the Act of June 28, 1938 (chap-
ter 795, 52 Stat. 1218), to modify water stor-
age to provide for a sufficient quantity of
water supply storage space in the inactive
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pool storage to support the fishery down-
stream from Tenkiller Reservoir.

(I) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Athens, Tennessee, authorized by
section 219(f)(254) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(J) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Blaine, Tennessee, authorized by
section 219(f)(2565) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(K) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Claiborne County, Tennessee, au-
thorized by section 219(f)(256) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(L) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Giles County, Tennessee, author-
ized by section 219(f)(257) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(M) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Grainger County, Tennessee, au-
thorized by section 219(f)(258) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(N) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Hamilton County, Tennessee, au-
thorized by section 219(f)(2569) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(O) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Harrogate, Tennessee, authorized
by section 219(f)(260) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(P) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Johnson County, Tennessee, au-
thorized by section 219(f)(261) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(Q) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Knoxville, Tennessee, authorized
by section 219(f)(262) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(R) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Lewis, Lawrence, and Wayne
Counties, Tennessee, authorized by section
219(£)(264) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 335;
121 Stat. 1268).

(S) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Nashville, Tennessee, authorized
by section 219(f)(263) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1267).

(T) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, authorized
by section 219(f)(265) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1268).

(U) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Plateau Utility District, Morgan
County, Tennessee, authorized by section
219(£)(266) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 335;
121 Stat. 1268).

(V) The authorized funding level for crit-
ical restoration projects, Lake Champlain
watershed, Vermont and New York, author-
ized by section 542 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2671; 121
Stat. 1150).

(W) The project for environmental infra-
structure, Eastern Shore and Southwest Vir-
ginia, authorized by section 219(f)(10) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 335; 121 Stat. 1255).
SEC. 205. SELMA, ALABAMA.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate a re-
port that—
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(1) provides an update on the study for
flood risk management and riverbank sta-
bilization, Selma, Alabama, authorized by
resolutions of the Committees on Public
Works and Rivers and Harbors of the House
of Representatives on June 7, 1961, and April
28, 1936, respectively, the completion of
which the Secretary was required to expedite
by section 1203 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3803); and

(2) identifies project alternatives necessary
to—

(A) assure the preservation of cultural and
historic values associated with national his-
toric landmarks within the study area; and

(B) provide flood risk management for eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities with-
in the study area.

SEC. 206. REPORT ON CORPS OF ENGINEERS FA-
CILITIES IN APPALACHIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary, in collaboration with the Appa-
lachian Regional Commission established by
section 14301(a) of title 40, United States
Code, shall submit to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate
and the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report that identifies each Corps of
Engineers facility that—

(1) is located within a distressed county or
an at-risk county (as designated by the Ap-
palachian Regional Commission pursuant to
subparagraph (A) or (B) of section 14526(a)(1),
of title 40, United States Code), including in
counties that are experiencing high unem-
ployment or job loss; and

(2) could be improved for purposes of eco-
nomic development, recreation, or other
uses.

(b) HYDROPOWER FACILITIES.—

(1) IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL HYDRO-
POWER DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary shall
include in the report submitted under sub-
section (a) the identification of any existing
nonpowered dams, located within a dis-
tressed county or an at-risk county, with the
potential to be used to test, evaluate, pilot,
demonstrate, or deploy hydropower or en-
ergy storage technologies.

(2) INFORMATION.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary may use any informa-
tion developed pursuant to section 1206 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (132 Stat. 3806).

(3) COORDINATION.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall coordinate
with any relevant National Laboratories.
SEC. 207. ADDITIONAL STUDIES UNDER NORTH

ATLANTIC COAST COMPREHENSIVE
STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a study to determine the feasibility of a
project for hurricane and storm damage risk
reduction for any major metropolitan area
located in the study area for the comprehen-
sive study authorized under the heading ‘‘De-
partment of the Army—Corps of Engineers—
Civil—Investigations’”” under the Disaster
Relief Appropriations Act, 2013 (Public Law
113-2) that was not included in a high-risk
focus area identified in the study.

(b) TREATMENT.—A study carried out under
subsection (a) shall be considered to be a
continuation of the comprehensive study de-
scribed in that subsection.

SEC. 208. SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL STUDY.

Section 1204 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1685) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than 180
days after the enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020, and not
less frequently than annually thereafter
until 2025, the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Environment and Public
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Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives a report on the sta-
tus of the study under subsection (a), on a
State-by-State basis, including information
on the engagement of the Corps of Engineers
with non-Federal interests, including de-
tailed lists of all meetings and decision out-
comes associated with those engagements.”.
SEC. 209. COMPREHENSIVE STUDY OF THE SAC-
RAMENTO RIVER, YOLO BYPASS,
CALIFORNIA.

(a) COMPREHENSIVE STUDY.—The Secretary
shall conduct a comprehensive study of the
Sacramento River in the vicinity of the Yolo
Bypass System, California, to identify ac-
tions to be undertaken by the Secretary for
the comprehensive management of the Yolo
Bypass System for the purposes of flood risk
management, ecosystem restoration, water
supply, hydropower, and recreation.

(b) CONSULTATION AND USE OF EXISTING
DATA.—

(1) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the com-
prehensive study under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall consult with the Governor of
the State of California, applicable Federal,
State, and local agencies, non-Federal inter-
ests, the Yolo Bypass and Cache Slough
Partnership, and other stakeholders.

(2) USE OF EXISTING DATA AND PRIOR STUD-
IES.—To the maximum extent practicable
and where appropriate, the Secretary may—

(A) make use of existing data provided to
the Secretary by the entities identified in
paragraph (1); and

(B) incorporate—

(i) relevant information from prior studies
and projects carried out by the Secretary
within the study area; and

(ii) the latest technical data and scientific
approaches to changing hydrologic and cli-
matic conditions.

(¢c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In conducting the com-
prehensive study under subsection (a), the
Secretary may develop a recommendation to
Congress for—

(A) the construction of a water resources
development project;

(B) the structural or operational modifica-
tion of an existing water resources develop-
ment project;

(C) additional monitoring of, or adaptive
management measures to carry out with re-
spect to, existing water resources develop-
ment projects, to respond to changing hydro-
logic and climatic conditions; or

(D) geographic areas within the Yolo By-
pass System for additional study by the Sec-
retary.

(2) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Any fea-
sibility study carried out pursuant to a rec-
ommendation under paragraph (1)(D) shall be
considered to be a continuation of the com-
prehensive study authorized under sub-
section (a).

(d) COMPLETION OF STUDY; REPORT TO CON-
GRESS.—Not later than 3 years after the date
of enactment of this section, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a
report detailing—

(1) the results of the comprehensive study
conducted under subsection (a), including
any recommendations developed under sub-
section (c);

(2) any additional, site-specific areas with-
in the Yolo Bypass System where additional
study for flood risk management or eco-
system restoration projects is recommended
by the Secretary; and

(3) any interim actions relating to existing
water resources development projects under-
taken by the Secretary during the study pe-
riod.
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(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) YOLO BYPASS SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘Yolo
Bypass System’ means the system of weirs,
levees, bypass structures, and other water
resources development projects in Califor-
nia’s Sacramento River Valley, extending
from the Fremont Weir near Woodland, Cali-
fornia, to the Sacramento River near Rio
Vista, California, authorized pursuant to sec-
tion 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (chapter
144; 39 Stat. 949).

(2) YOLO BYPASS AND CACHE SLOUGH PART-
NERSHIP.—The term ‘“Yolo Bypass and Cache
Slough Partnership’” means the group of par-
ties to the Yolo Bypass and Cache Slough
Memorandum of Understanding, effective
May 2016, regarding collaboration and co-
operation in the Yolo Bypass and Cache
Slough region.

SEC. 210. LAKE OKEECHOBEE REGULATION
SCHEDULE, FLORIDA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the re-
view of the Lake Okeechobee regulation
schedule pursuant to section 1106 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2018
(132 Stat. 3773), the Secretary shall—

(1) evaluate the implications of prohibiting
releases from Lake Okeechobee through the
S-308 and S-80 lock and dam structures, and
evaluate separately the implications of pro-
hibiting high volume releases through the S—
77, S-78, and S-79 lock and dam structures,
on the operation of the lake in accordance
with authorized purposes and seek to mini-
mize unnecessary releases to coastal estu-
aries; and

(2) to the maximum extent practicable, co-
ordinate with the ongoing efforts of Federal
and State agencies responsible for moni-
toring, forecasting, and notification of
cyanobacteria levels in Lake Okeechobee.

(b) MONTHLY REPORT.—Each month, the
Secretary shall make public a report, which
may be based on the Water Management
Daily Operational Reports, disclosing the
volumes of water deliveries to or discharges
from Lake Okeechobee & Vicinity, Water
Conservation Area I, Water Conservation
Area II, Water Conservation Area III, East
Coast Canals, and the South Dade Convey-
ance. Such report shall be aggregated and re-
ported in a format designed for the general
public, using maps or other widely under-
stood communication tools.

(c) EFFECT.—In carrying out the evaluation
under subsection (a)(1), nothing shall be con-
strued to authorize any new purpose for the
management of Lake Okeechobee or author-
ize the Secretary to affect any existing au-
thorized purpose, including flood protection
and management of Lake Okeechobee to pro-
vide water supply for all authorized users.
SEC. 211. GREAT LAKES COASTAL RESILIENCY

STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the com-
prehensive assessment of water resources
needs for the Great Lakes System under sec-
tion 729 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a), as required by
section 1219 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3811), the Sec-
retary shall—

(1) taking into account recent high lake
levels within the Great Lakes, assess and
make recommendations to Congress on—

(A) coastal storm and flood risk manage-
ment measures, including measures that use
natural features and nature-based features,
as those terms are defined in section 1184 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289a);

(B) operation and maintenance of the
Great Lakes Navigation System, as such
term is defined in section 210 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2238);

(C) ecosystem protection and restoration;
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(D) the prevention and control of invasive
species and the effects of invasive species;
and

(E) recreation associated with water re-
sources development projects;

(2) prioritize actions necessary to protect
critical public infrastructure, communities,
and critical natural or cultural resources;
and

(3) to the maximum extent practicable and
where appropriate, utilize existing data pro-
vided to the Secretary by Federal and State
agencies, Indian Tribes, and other stake-
holders, including data obtained through
other Federal programs.

(b) RECOMMENDATIONS;
STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the com-
prehensive assessment described in sub-
section (a), the Secretary may make a rec-
ommendation to Congress for—

(A) the construction of a water resources
development project;

(B) the structural or operational modifica-
tion of an existing water resources develop-
ment project;

(C) additional monitoring of, or adaptive
management measures to carry out with re-
spect to, existing water resources develop-
ment projects, to respond to changing hydro-
logic and climatic conditions; or

(D) geographic areas within the Great
Lakes System for additional study by the
Secretary.

(2) Focus AREAS.—In addition to carrying
out subsection (a), to contribute to the com-
prehensive assessment described in such sub-
section, the Secretary is authorized to con-
duct feasibility studies for—

(A) the project for coastal storm resil-
iency, Lake Ontario shoreline, New York;
and

(B) the project for coastal storm resiliency,
Chicago shoreline, Illinois.

(3) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Any fea-
sibility study carried out pursuant to this
subsection, including pursuant to a rec-
ommendation under paragraph (1)(D), shall
be considered to be a continuation of the
comprehensive assessment described in sub-
section (a).

(¢) EXEMPTION FROM MAXIMUM STUDY COST
AND DURATION LIMITATIONS.—Section 1001 of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282¢c) shall not
apply to any study recommended under sub-
section (b)(1)(D) or carried out pursuant to
subsection (b)(2).

SEC. 212. REPORT ON THE STATUS OF RESTORA-
TION IN THE LOUISIANA COASTAL
AREA.

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Coastal Louisiana
Ecosystem Protection and Restoration Task
Force established by section 7004 of Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat.
1272) shall submit to Congress a report that
summarizes the activities and recommenda-
tions of the Task Force, including—

(1) policies, strategies, plans, programs,
projects, and activities undertaken for ad-
dressing conservation, protection, restora-
tion, and maintenance of the coastal Lou-
isiana ecosystem; and

(2) financial participation by each agency
represented on the Task Force in conserving,
protecting, restoring, and maintaining the
coastal Liouisiana ecosystem.

SEC. 213. LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER COM-
PREHENSIVE MANAGEMENT STUDY.

(a) COMPREHENSIVE STUDY.—

(1) PURPOSE.—The Secretary, in collabora-
tion with the heads of other relevant Federal
agencies and pursuant to subsection
(A)(1)(A), shall conduct a comprehensive
study of the Lower Mississippi River basin,
from Cape Girardeau, Missouri, to the Gulf
of Mexico, to identify recommendations of
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actions to be undertaken by the Secretary,
under existing authorities or after congres-
sional authorization, for the comprehensive
management of the basin for the purposes
of—

(A) hurricane and storm damage reduction,
flood risk management, structural and non-
structural flood control, and floodplain man-
agement strategies;

(B) navigation;

(C) ecosystem and environmental restora-
tion;

(D) water supply;

(E) hydropower production;

(F) recreation; and

(G) other purposes as determined by the
Secretary.

(2) DEVELOPMENT.—In conducting the com-
prehensive study under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall investigate—

(A) the construction of new water re-
sources development projects;

(B) structural and operational modifica-
tions to completed water resources develop-
ment projects within the study area;

(C) projects proposed in the comprehensive
coastal protection master plan entitled
“‘Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for
a Sustainable Coast’’, prepared by the State
of Louisiana and accepted by the Louisiana
Coastal Protection and Restoration Author-
ity (including any subsequent amendments
or revisions), including—

(i) Ama sediment diversion;

(ii) Union freshwater diversion;

(iii) increase Atchafalaya
Terrebonne; and

(iv) Manchac Landbridge diversion;

(D) natural features and nature-based fea-
tures, including levee setbacks and instream
and floodplain restoration;

(E) fish and wildlife habitat resources, in-
cluding in the Mississippi Sound Estuary,
the Lake Pontchartrain Basin, the Breton
Sound, the Barataria Basin, the Terrebonne
Basin, the Atchafalaya Basin, the
Vermilion—-Teche Basin, and other outlets of
the Mississippi River and Tributaries
project;

(F) mitigation of adverse impacts from op-
erations of flood control structures to the
Mississippi Sound Estuary, the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin, the Breton Sound, the
Barataria Basin, the Atchafalaya Basin, and
other outlets of the Mississippi River and
Tributaries project;

(G) the effects of dredging and river-bot-
tom elevation changes on drainage effi-
ciency;

(H) the economic impacts of existing prac-
tices, including such impacts on coastal re-
sources;

(I) monitoring requirements, including as
near-real time monitoring as practicable,
and adaptive management measures to re-
spond to changing conditions over time;

(J) the division of responsibilities among
the Federal Government and non-Federal in-
terests with respect to the purposes de-
scribed in paragraph (1); and

(K) other matters, as determined by the
Secretary.

(b) CONSULTATION AND USE OF EXISTING
DATA.—In conducting the comprehensive
study under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall consult with applicable Federal, State,
and local agencies, Indian Tribes, non-Fed-
eral interests, and other stakeholders, and,
to the maximum extent practicable and
where appropriate, make use of existing data
provided to the Secretary by such entities or
from any relevant multistate monitoring
programs.

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—In conducting the
comprehensive study under subsection (a),
the Secretary shall develop actionable rec-
ommendations to Congress, including for—

flow to
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(1) the construction of new water resources
development projects to improve the max-
imum effective river resource use and con-
trol;

(2) the structural or operational modifica-
tion of completed water resources develop-
ment projects;

(3) such additional monitoring of, or adapt-
ive management measures to carry out with
respect to, completed water resources devel-
opment projects, to respond to changing con-
ditions;

(4) improving the efficiency of operational
and maintenance dredging within the study
area;

(5) whether changes are necessary to the
Mississippi River and Tributaries project
within the study area;

(6) other Federal and non-Federal action,
where appropriate; and

(7) follow-up studies and data collection
and monitoring to be carried out by the rel-
evant Federal or State agency.

(d) COMPLETION OF STUDY; REPORT TO CON-
GRESS.—

(1) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, and
annually thereafter until the final report
under paragraph (2) is submitted, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report detailing—

(A) any interim actions relating to water
resources development projects within the
study area undertaken by the Secretary
under existing authority; and

(B) any recommendations developed under
subsection (c).

(2) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 5 years
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a final report detailing the results of
the comprehensive study required by this
section, including the recommendations de-
veloped under subsection (c).

(3) APPLICATION OF CERTAIN REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 1001(a) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2282c(a)) shall not apply to the
study carried out by the Secretary under
this section.

(e) FURTHER ANALYSIS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In conducting the com-
prehensive study under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall carry out activities in geo-
graphic areas that warrant additional anal-
ysis by the Corps of Engineers, including fea-
sibility studies.

(2) TREATMENT.—A feasibility study carried
out under paragraph (1) shall be considered
to be a continuation of the comprehensive
study conducted under subsection (a).

(f) REQUIREMENTS.—The comprehensive
study conducted under subsection (a) shall
be carried out in accordance with the au-
thorities for the Mississippi River and Tribu-
taries project.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Mississippi River and
Tributaries project’” means the Mississippi
River and Tributaries project authorized by
the first section of the Act of May 15, 1928 (33
U.S.C. 702a).

(2) NATURAL FEATURE; NATURE-BASED FEA-
TURE.—The terms ‘“‘natural feature’’ and ‘‘na-
ture-based feature’ have the meanings given
those terms in section 1184 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a).

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
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carry out this section $25,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

(i) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section shall delay or interfere with, or be
construed as grounds for enjoining construc-
tion of, authorized projects within the study
area.
SEC. 214. UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER COM-
PREHENSIVE PLAN.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary shall con-
duct an assessment of the water resources
needs of the Upper Mississippi River under
section 729 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a).

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall
carry out the assessment under subsection
(a) in accordance with the requirements in
section 1206(b) of Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1686).

SEC. 215. UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN
MAINSTEM DAM FISH LOSS RE-
SEARCH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 22 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), the Secretary shall
conduct research on the management of fish
losses through the mainstem dams of the
Missouri River Basin during periods of high
flow.

(b) CONTENTS.—The research conducted
under subsection (a) shall include an exam-
ination of—

(1) the effects of high flow rates through
Upper Missouri River Basin mainstem dam
outlet works on fish passage;

(2) options used by other Corps of Engi-
neers district offices to mitigate fish losses
through dams; and

(3) the feasibility of implementing fish loss
mitigation options in the Upper Missouri
River Basin mainstem dams, based on simi-
lar ongoing studies.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report recommending a plan to ad-
dress fish losses through mainstem dams in
the Upper Missouri River Basin.

SEC. 216. LOWER AND UPPER MISSOURI RIVER
COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD PROTEC-
TION.

(a) ADDITIONAL STUDIES FOR LOWER MIS-
SOURI RIVER BASIN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), upon the request of the non-
Federal interest for the Lower Missouri
Basin study, the Secretary shall expand the
scope of such study to investigate and pro-
vide recommendations relating to—

(A) modifications to projects in Iowa, Kan-
sas, Nebraska, and Missouri authorized
under the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin
Program (authorized by section 9(b) of the
Act of December 22, 1944 (chapter 665, 58 Stat.
891)) and the Missouri River Bank Stabiliza-
tion and Navigation project (authorized by
section 2 of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chapter
19, 59 Stat. 19)), including modifications to
the authorized purposes of such projects to
further flood risk management and resil-
iency; and

(B) modifications to non-Federal, publicly
owned levees in the Lower Missouri River
Basin.

(2) EXCEPTION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that expanding the scope of the Lower
Missouri Basin study as provided in para-
graph (1) is not practicable, and the non-Fed-
eral interest for such study concurs in such
determination, the Secretary shall carry out
such additional studies as are necessary to
investigate the modifications described in
paragraph (1).

(3) CONTINUATION OF LOWER MISSOURI BASIN
STUDY.—The following studies shall be con-
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sidered a continuation of the Lower Missouri
Basin study:

(A) Any additional study carried out under
paragraph (2).

(B) Any study recommended to be carried
out in a report that the Chief of Engineers
prepares for the Lower Missouri Basin study.

(C) Any study recommended to be carried
out in a report that the Chief of Engineers
prepares for an additional study carried out
under paragraph (2).

(D) Any study spun off from the Lower
Missouri Basin study before the completion
of such study.

(E) Any study spun off from an additional
study carried out under paragraph (2) before
the completion of such additional study.

(4) RELIANCE ON EXISTING INFORMATION.—In
carrying out any study described in or au-
thorized by this subsection, the Secretary, to
the extent practicable, shall rely on existing
data and analysis, including data and anal-
ysis prepared under section 22 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
1962d-16).

(5) CONSIDERATION; CONSULTATION.—In de-
veloping recommendations under paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall—

(A) consider the use of—

(i) structural and nonstructural measures,
including the setting back of levees and re-
moving structures from areas of recurring
flood vulnerability, where advantageous, to
reduce flood risk and damages in the Lower
Missouri River Basin; and

(ii) where such features are locally accept-
able, natural features or nature-based fea-
tures (as such terms are defined in section
1184 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289a); and

(B) consult with applicable Federal and
State agencies, Indian Tribes, and other
stakeholders within the Lower Missouri
River Basin and solicit public comment on
such recommendations.

(6) EXEMPTION FROM MAXIMUM STUDY COST
AND DURATION LIMITATIONS.—Section 1001 of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c) shall not
apply to the Lower Missouri Basin study or
any study described in paragraph (3).

(7) PRECONSTRUCTION, ENGINEERING, AND DE-
SIGN.—Upon completion of a study author-
ized by this subsection, if the Secretary de-
termines that a recommended project, or
modification to a project described in para-
graph (1), is justified, the Secretary may pro-
ceed directly to preconstruction planning,
engineering, and design of the project or
modification.

(8) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For the provision of tech-
nical assistance to support small commu-
nities and economically disadvantaged com-
munities in the planning and design of flood
risk management and flood risk resiliency
projects in the Lower Missouri River Basin,
for each of fiscal years 2021 through 2026,
there are authorized to be appropriated—

(i) $2,000,000 to carry out section 206 of the
Flood Control Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a), in
addition to amounts otherwise authorized to
carry out such section; and

(ii) $2,000,000 to carry out section 22(a)(2) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), in addition to
amounts otherwise authorized to carry out
such section.

(B) CONDITIONS.—

(i) LIMITATIONS NOT APPLICABLE.—The limi-
tations on the use of funds in section 206(d)
of the Flood Control Act of 1960 and section
22(c)(2) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1974 shall not apply to the amounts
authorized to be appropriated by subpara-
graph (A).

(ii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this paragraph restricts the authority of the
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Secretary to use any funds otherwise appro-
priated to carry out section 206 of the Flood
Control Act of 1960 or section 22(a)(2) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1974 to
provide technical assistance described in
subparagraph (A).

(9) COMPLETION OF STUDY; REPORT TO CON-
GRESS.—Not later than 3 years after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate a re-
port detailing—

(A) the results of the study authorized by
this subsection;

(B) any additional, site-specific areas with-
in the Lower Missouri River Basin for which
additional study for flood risk management
projects is recommended by the Secretary;
and

(C) any interim actions relating to existing
water resources development projects in the
Lower Missouri River Basin undertaken by
the Secretary during the study period.

(10) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) LOWER MISSOURI BASIN STUDY.—The
term ‘“‘Lower Missouri Basin study’’ means
the Lower Missouri Basin Flood Risk and
Resiliency Study, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska,
and Missouri, authorized pursuant to section
216 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C.
549a.).

(B) SMALL COMMUNITY.—The term ‘‘small
community’’ means a local government that
serves a population of less than 15,000.

(b) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN COM-
PREHENSIVE STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in collabo-
ration with the heads of other relevant Fed-
eral agencies, shall conduct a comprehensive
study to address flood risk in areas affected
by severe flooding in 2019 along the Upper
Missouri River, including an examination
of—

(A) the use of structural and nonstructural
flood control and floodplain management
strategies, including the consideration of
natural features or nature-based features (as
such terms are defined in section 1184 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2016 (33
U.S.C. 2289a);

(B) continued operation and maintenance
of the navigation project;

(C) management of bank caving and ero-
sion;

(D) maintenance of water supply;

(E) fish and wildlife habitat management;

(F) recreation needs;

(G) environmental restoration needs;

(H) the division of responsibilities of the
Federal Government and non-Federal inter-
ests with respect to Missouri River flooding;

(I) the roles and responsibilities of Federal
agencies with respect to Missouri River
flooding; and

(J) any other related matters, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—In conducting the
study under this subsection, the Secretary
may develop recommendations to Congress
for—

(A) the construction of a water resources
development project;

(B) the structural or operational modifica-
tion of an existing water resources develop-
ment project;

(C) such additional monitoring of, or
adaptive management measures to carry out
with respect to, existing water resources de-
velopment projects, to respond to changing
conditions;

(D) geographic areas within the Upper Mis-
souri River basin for additional study by the
Secretary;

(E) management plans and actions to be
carried out by the responsible Federal agen-
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cies to reduce flood risk and improve resil-
iency;

(F) any necessary changes to the general
comprehensive plan for flood control and
other purposes in the Missouri River Basin
under section 4 of the Act of June 28, 1938
(chapter 795, 52 Stat. 1218; 58 Stat. 891); and

(G) follow-up studies for problem areas for
which data or current technology does not
allow immediate solutions.

(3) COMPLETION OF STUDY; REPORT TO CON-
GRESS.—Not later than 3 years after the date
of enactment of this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that—

(A) contains the results of the comprehen-
sive study required by this subsection, in-
cluding any recommendations developed
under paragraph (2);

(B) addresses—

(i) the potential for the transfer of flood
risk between and within the Upper and
Lower Missouri River basins with respect to
any changes recommended pursuant to para-
graph (2)(F);

(ii) adverse impacts to navigation and
other authorized purposes of the applicable
Missouri River project with respect to any
changes recommended under paragraph
(2)(F); and

(iii) whether there are opportunities for in-
creased non-Federal management in the
Upper Missouri River Basin;

(C) recognizes—

(i) the interest and rights of States in—

(I) determining the development of water-
sheds within the borders of the State; and

(IT) water utilization and control; and

(ii) the primary responsibilities of States
and local interests in developing water sup-
plies for domestic, municipal, industrial, and
other purposes; and

(D) describes any interim actions relating
to existing water resources development
projects in the Upper Missouri River Basin
undertaken by the Secretary during the
study period.

(4) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this
subsection, the Secretary shall consult with
applicable Federal and State agencies, In-
dian Tribes, and other stakeholders within
the Upper Missouri River Basin and solicit
public comment.

(5) RELIANCE ON EXISTING INFORMATION.—In
carrying out any study described in or au-
thorized by this subsection, the Secretary, to
the extent practicable, shall rely on existing
data and analysis, including data and anal-
ysis prepared under section 22 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
1962d-16).

(6) EXEMPTION FROM MAXIMUM STUDY COST
AND DURATION LIMITATIONS.—Section 1001 of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c) shall not
apply to the comprehensive study carried
out under this section or any feasibility
study described in paragraph (7).

(7) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Any fea-
sibility study carried out pursuant to a rec-
ommendation included in the report sub-
mitted under this subsection shall be consid-
ered to be a continuation of the comprehen-
sive study required under paragraph (1).

(8) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the
term ‘‘Missouri River project’> means a
project constructed as part of—

(A) the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin
Program (authorized by section 9(b) of the
Act of December 22, 1944 (chapter 665, 58 Stat.
891)), located in the States of Wyoming, Mon-
tana, North Dakota, or South Dakota;

(B) the Missouri River Bank Stabilization
and Navigation project (authorized by sec-
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tion 2 of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chapter 19,
59 Stat. 19)); or

(C) a non-Federal, publicly owned levee
system located within the Upper Missouri
River Basin.

(c) COORDINATION.—Upon completion of the
studies under subsections (a) and (b), the
Secretary shall develop a strategy that, to
the maximum extent practicable, coordi-
nates and aligns the results of such studies.
SEC. 217. PORTSMOUTH HARBOR AND

PISCATAQUA RIVER AND RYE HAR-
BOR, NEW HAMPSHIRE.

(a) REQUIREMENT TO EXPEDITE.—The Sec-
retary shall expedite authorized activities to
address the impacts of shoaling affecting the
project for navigation, Rye Harbor, New
Hampshire, authorized by section 101 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1960 (74 Stat. 480).

(b) STATUS UPDATE.—Not later than 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a
written status update regarding—

(1) the activities required to be expedited
under subsection (a); and

(2) the project for navigation, Portsmouth
Harbor and Piscataqua River, authorized by
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of
1962 (76 Stat. 1173), as required to be expe-
dited under section 1317 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2018 (132 Stat.
3823).

SEC. 218. COUGAR AND DETROIT DAMS, WILLAM-
ETTE RIVER BASIN, OREGON.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, and make publicly available, a re-
port providing an initial analysis of
deauthorizing hydropower as a project pur-
pose at the Cougar and Detroit Dams
project.

(b) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include
in the report submitted under subsection
(a)—

(1) a description of the potential effects of
deauthorizing hydropower as a project pur-
pose at the Cougar and Detroit Dams project
on—

(A) the operation of the project, including
with respect to the other authorized pur-
poses of the project;

(B) compliance of the project with the En-
dangered Species Act;

(C) costs that would be attributed to other
authorized purposes of the project, including
costs relating to compliance with such Act;
and

(D) other ongoing studies in the Willam-
ette River Basin; and

(2) identification of any further research
needed.

(c) PROJECT DEFINED.—In this section, the
terms ‘“‘Cougar and Detroit Dams project”
and ‘‘project’” mean the Cougar Dam and
Reservoir project and Detroit Dam and Res-
ervoir project, Willamette River Basin, Or-
egon, authorized by section 204 of the Flood
Control Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 179), and facili-
ties that operate in conjunction with the
main Detroit Dam facility, including the Big
Cliff re-regulating dam.

SEC. 219. PORT ORFORD, OREGON.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall,
at Federal expense, submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a summary report on the research
completed and data gathered by the date of
enactment of this Act with regards to the
configuration of a breakwater for the project
for navigation, Port Orford, Oregon, author-
ized by section 117 of the River and Harbor
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Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1822; 106 Stat. 4809), for

the purposes of addressing shoaling issues to

minimize long-term maintenance costs.

SEC. 220. WILSON CREEK AND SLOAN CREEK,
FAIRVIEW, TEXAS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this section, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress a written status up-
date regarding efforts to address flooding
along Wilson Creek and Sloan Creek in the
City of Fairview, Texas.

SEC. 221. STUDY ON WATER SUPPLY AND WATER
CONSERVATION AT WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of the Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of
the Senate a report that analyzes the bene-
fits and consequences of including water sup-
ply and water conservation as a primary
mission of the Corps of Engineers in carrying
out water resources development projects.

(b) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include
in the report submitted under subsection
(a)—

(1) a description of existing water re-
sources development projects with water
supply or water conservation as authorized
purposes, and the extent to which such
projects are utilized for such purposes;

(2) a description of existing water re-
sources development projects with respect to
which—

(A) water supply or water conservation
could be added as a project purpose, includ-
ing those with respect to which a non-Fed-
eral interest has expressed an interest in
adding water supply or water conservation
as a project purpose; and

(B) such a purpose could be accommodated
while maintaining existing authorized pur-
poses;

(3) a description of ongoing water resources
development project studies the authoriza-
tions for which include authorization for the
Secretary to study the feasibility of carrying
out the project with a purpose of water sup-
ply or water conservation;

(4) an analysis of how adding water supply
and water conservation as a primary mission
of the Corps of Engineers would affect the
ability of the Secretary to carry out future
water resources development projects; and

(5) any recommendations of the Secretary
relating to including water supply and water
conservation as a primary mission of the
Corps of Engineers.

SEC. 222. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON AUTHOR-
IZED STUDIES AND PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 1
of each year, the Secretary shall develop and
submit to Congress an annual report, to be
entitled ‘‘Report to Congress on Authorized
Water Resources Development Projects and
Studies’’, that identifies—

(1) ongoing or new feasibility studies, au-
thorized within the previous 20 years, for
which a Report of the Chief of Engineers has
not been issued;

(2) authorized feasibility studies for
projects in the preconstruction, engineering
and design phase;

(3) ongoing or new water resources develop-
ment projects authorized for construction
within the previous 20 years; and

(4) authorized and constructed water re-
sources development projects the Secretary
has the responsibility to operate or main-
tain.

(b) CONTENTS.—

(1) INCLUSIONS.—

(A) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall include
in each report submitted under this section
only a feasibility study or water resources
development project—
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(i) that has been authorized by Congress to
be carried out by the Secretary and does not
require any additional congressional author-
ization to be carried out;

(ii) that the Secretary has the capability
to carry out if funds are appropriated for
such study or project under any of the ‘‘In-
vestigations’, ‘‘Construction’, ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance’’, or ‘‘Mississippi River and
Tributaries’ appropriations accounts for the
Corps of Engineers; and

(iii) for which a non-Federal interest—

(D) in the case of a study or a project other
than a project for which funds may be appro-
priated for operation and maintenance, has
entered into a feasibility cost-sharing agree-
ment, design agreement, or project partner-
ship agreement with the Corps of Engineers,
or has informed the Secretary that the non-
Federal interest has the financial capability
to enter into such an agreement within 1
year; and

(IT) demonstrates the legal and financial
capability to satisfy the requirements for
local cooperation with respect to the study
or project.

(B) DESCRIPTION OF BENEFITS.—

(i) DESCRIPTION.—The Secretary shall, to
the maximum extent practicable, describe in
each report submitted under this section the
benefits, as described in clause (ii), of each
feasibility study and water resources devel-
opment project included in the report.

(ii) BENEFITS.—The benefits referred to in
clause (i) are benefits to—

(I) the protection of human life and prop-
erty;

(IT) improvement to transportation;

(ITI) the national, regional, or local econ-
omy;

(IV) the environment; or

(V) the national security interests of the
United States.

(2) TRANSPARENCY.—The Secretary shall
include in each report submitted under this
section, for each feasibility study and water
resources development project included in
the report—

(A) the name of the associated non-Federal
interest, including the name of any non-Fed-
eral interest that has contributed, or is ex-
pected to contribute, a non-Federal share of
the cost of the study or project;

(B) the purpose of the study or project;

(C) an estimate, to the extent practicable,
of the Federal, non-Federal, and total costs
of the study or project, including, to the ex-
tent practicable, the fully funded capability
of the Corps of Engineers for—

(i) the 3 fiscal years following the fiscal
year in which the report is submitted, in the
case of a feasibility study; and

(ii) the 5 fiscal years following the fiscal
year in which the report is submitted, in the
case of a water resources development
project; and

(D) an estimate, to the extent practicable,
of the monetary and nonmonetary benefits
of the study or project.

(3) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in each report submitted under this
section a certification stating that each fea-
sibility study or water resources develop-
ment project included in the report meets
the criteria described in paragraph (1)(A).

(4) OMISSIONS.—

(A) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
omit from a report submitted under this sec-
tion a study or project that otherwise meets
the criteria for inclusion in the report solely
on the basis of a policy of the Secretary.

(B) APPENDIX.—If the Secretary omits from
a report submitted under this section a
study or project that otherwise meets the
criteria for inclusion in the report, the Sec-
retary shall include with the report an ap-
pendix that lists the name of the study or
project and reason for its omission.
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(c) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS;
TION.—

(1) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The Sec-
retary may submit a report under this sec-
tion in conjunction with the submission of
the annual report under section 7001 of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d).

(2) PUBLICATION.—On submission of each
report under this section, the Secretary shall
make the report publicly available, includ-
ing through publication on the internet.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) NON-FEDERAL INTEREST.—The term
“non-Federal interest”” has the meaning
given that term in section 221 of the Flood
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b).

(2)  WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT.—The term ‘‘water resources devel-
opment project’’ includes a separable ele-
ment of a project, a project under an envi-
ronmental infrastructure assistance pro-
gram, and a project the authorized purposes
of which include water supply.

SEC. 223. COMPLETION OF REPORTS AND MATE-
RIALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Using available appro-
priations, not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall complete and submit to Con-
gress the following materials:

(1) The report required by section 1211 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (132 Stat. 3808).

(2) Implementation guidance for the
amendments made by section 1176 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2016
(130 Stat. 1673).

(3) Implementation guidance for the
amendments made by section 3029(a) of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1305).

(4) Any other report or other material re-
quired to be submitted to Congress by any of
the following Acts (including by amend-
ments made by such Acts) that has not been
so submitted by the date of enactment of
this section:

(A) The Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121).

(B) The Water Resources Development Act
of 2016 (Public Law 114-322).

(C) The Water Resources Development Act
of 2018 (Public Law 115-270).

(b) USE OF EXISTING DATA.—To the extent
practicable and appropriate, the Secretary
shall use existing data in completing any
materials described in subsection (a).

(c) FAILURE To SUBMIT.—If the Secretary
fails to submit materials as required by this
section, the Secretary shall immediately in-
form the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives, in writing,
of the specific reasons for such failure and a
timeline for submission of the delinquent
materials.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall expeditiously issue any guidance
necessary to implement any provision of this
Act, including any amendments made by this
Act, in accordance with section 1105 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2018 (33
U.S.C. 2202).

SEC. 224. EMERGENCY FLOODING PROTECTION
FOR LAKES.

The Secretary shall submit to Congress a
report on the extent to which section 5 of the
Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), applies
to lakes, including lakes with the flow of a
slow-moving river, including, if applicable,
recommendations for legislative changes to
ensure that such lakes are eligible for the
program carried out pursuant to such sec-
tion.

PUBLICA-
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SEC. 225. REPORT ON DEBRIS REMOVAL.

Section 1210 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3808) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“SEC. 1210. REPORT ON DEBRIS REMOVAL.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress and make
publicly available a report that describes—

‘(1) the extent to which, during the 10 fis-
cal years prior to such date of enactment,
the Secretary has carried out section 3 of the
Act of March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a);

‘(2) how the Secretary has evaluated po-
tential work to be carried out under that
section; and

‘“(3) the extent to which the Secretary
plans to start, continue, or complete debris
removal activities in the 3 years following
submission of the report.

‘“(b) Focus AREAS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in the report submitted under sub-
section (a)—

‘(1) identification of the debris removal
activities to be started, continued, or com-
pleted during the first fiscal year following
the date of enactment of this subsection
within the boundaries of the North Atlantic
Division of the Corps of Engineers;

‘“(2) the estimated total costs and comple-
tion dates for such activities; and

‘“(3) identification of the non-Federal in-
terest associated with such activities.”.

SEC. 226. REPORT ON ANTECEDENT HYDROLOGIC
CONDITIONS.

(a) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works of the Senate
and the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the use by the Corps of En-
gineers since 2010 of data relating to ante-
cedent hydrologic conditions in the Missouri
River Basin (including soil moisture condi-
tions, frost depths, snowpack, and
streamflow conditions) in—

(A) conducting Missouri River mainstem
reservoir operations under the Missouri
River Master Manual;

(B) developing related annual operating
plans; and

(C) performing seasonal, monthly, and
daily operations.
(2) INCLUSIONS.—The report submitted

under paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) a review of—

(i) the approach of the Corps of Engineers
to forecasting basin runoff in developing an-
nual operating plans of the Corps of Engi-
neers;

(ii) the assessment of existing and alter-
native algorithms that could improve basin
runoff forecasting;

(iii) the approach of the Corps of Engineers
for reservoir releases in the winter, spring,
summer, and fall, based on basin runoff fore-
casts;

(iv) the technical report of the Corps of En-
gineers entitled ‘“‘Long-Term Runoff Fore-
casting”’, dated February, 2017;

(v) the use by the Corps of Engineers of
data from Federal and State entities in basin
runoff forecasts; and

(vi) the use by the Corps of Engineers of
advanced data collection, including through
the use of unmanned aerial systems, fore-
casting, and modeling;

(B) findings and recommendations on how
to best incorporate antecedent basin condi-
tions in annual operating plans and Missouri
River mainstem reservoir operations; and

(C) the results of the peer review conducted
under subsection (b).

(b) PEER REVIEW.—The Secretary shall
seek to enter into an agreement with the Na-
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tional Academy of Sciences or a similar
independent scientific and technical advi-
sory organization to establish a panel of ex-
perts to conduct a peer review of the report
to be submitted under subsection (a).

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary—

(1) $5,000,000 to carry out subsection (a);
and

(2) $5,000,000 to carry out subsection (b).
SEC. 227. SUBSURFACE DRAIN SYSTEMS RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.

Subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, the Secretary, acting through the Di-
rector of the Engineer Research and Develop-
ment Center and, where appropriate, in con-
sultation with other Federal agencies, shall
carry out research and development activi-
ties relating to the use of subsurface drain
systems as—

(1) a flood risk-reduction measure; or

(2) a coastal storm risk-reduction measure.
SEC. 228. REPORT ON CORROSION PREVENTION

ACTIVITIES.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and
make publicly available, a report that de-
scribes—

(1) the extent to which the Secretary has
carried out section 1033 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2350);

(2) the extent to which the Secretary has
incorporated corrosion prevention activities
(as defined in such section) at water re-
sources development projects constructed or
maintained by the Secretary since the date
of enactment of such section; and

(3) in instances where the Secretary has
not incorporated corrosion prevention ac-
tivities at such water resources development
projects since such date, an explanation as
to why such corrosion prevention activities
have not been incorporated.

SEC. 229. ANNUAL REPORTING ON DISSEMINA-
TION OF INFORMATION.

Section 1104(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 2282d note)
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(4) as subparagraphs (A) through (D), respec-
tively, and indenting appropriately;

(2) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking ‘‘The
Secretary’’ and inserting the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) ANNUAL REPORTING.—Not less fre-
quently than annually, the Secretary shall
provide to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
written update on the progress of the imple-
mentation of paragraph (1), including a de-
scription of each education and outreach ac-
tion the Secretary is taking to implement
that paragraph.

““(3) GUIDANCE;
retary shall—

‘“(A) issue guidance on the uniform imple-
mentation by each district of the Corps of
Engineers of the process for submitting pro-
posals under section 7001 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2282d); and

‘(B) each year, ensure compliance with the
guidance issued under subparagraph (A).”.
SEC. 230. REPORT ON BENEFITS CALCULATION

FOR FLOOD CONTROL STRUCTURES.

Not later than 180 days after the date of

enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
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submit to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
report on the extent to which flood insur-
ance premium reductions that result from
implementation of a flood risk management
project, including structural elements, non-
structural elements, or natural features or
nature-based features, are included in the
calculation of the benefits of the project by
the Corps of Engineers.

TITLE III—DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND
MODIFICATIONS
DEAUTHORIZATION OF

PROJECTS.

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section
are—

(1) to identify water resources development
projects authorized by Congress that are no
longer viable for construction due to—

(A) a lack of local support;

(B) a lack of available Federal or non-Fed-
eral resources; or

(C) an authorizing purpose that is no
longer relevant or feasible;

(2) to create an expedited and definitive
process for Congress to deauthorize water re-
sources development projects that are no
longer viable for construction; and

(3) to allow the continued authorization of
water resources development projects that
are viable for construction.

(b) PROPOSED DEAUTHORIZATION LIST.—

(1) PRELIMINARY LIST OF PROJECTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop a preliminary list of each water re-
sources development project, or separable
element of a project, authorized for con-
struction before November 8, 2007, for
which—

(i) planning, design, or construction was
not initiated before the date of enactment of
this Act; or

(ii) planning, design, or construction was
initiated before the date of enactment of this
Act, but for which no funds, Federal or non-
Federal, were obligated for planning, design,
or construction of the project or separable
element of the project during the current fis-
cal year or any of the 10 preceding fiscal
years.

(B) USE OF COMPREHENSIVE CONSTRUCTION
BACKLOG AND OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
REPORT.—The Secretary may develop the
preliminary list from the comprehensive
construction backlog and operation and
maintenance reports developed pursuant to
section 1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a).

(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary shall not
include on the preliminary list—

(i) an environmental infrastructure assist-
ance project authorized to be carried out by
the Secretary (including a project authorized
pursuant to an environmental assistance
program); or

(ii) a project or separable element of a
project authorized as part of the Comprehen-
sive Everglades Restoration Plan described
in section 601 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2680).

(2) PREPARATION OF PROPOSED DEAUTHOR-
IZATION LIST.—

(A) DEAUTHORIZATION AMOUNT.—The Sec-
retary shall prepare a proposed list of
projects for deauthorization comprised of a
subset of projects and separable elements
identified on the preliminary list developed
under paragraph (1) that have, in the aggre-
gate, an estimated Federal cost to complete
that is at least $10,000,000,000.

(B) DETERMINATION OF FEDERAL COST TO
COMPLETE.—For purposes of subparagraph
(A), the Federal cost to complete shall take
into account any allowances authorized by
section 902 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280), as applied
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to the most recent project schedule and cost
estimate.

(C) INCLUSION OF DEAUTHORIZATION OF ANTI-
QUATED PROJECTS.—The Secretary shall re-
duce the amount identified for deauthoriza-
tion under paragraph (2)(A) by an amount
equivalent to the estimated current value of
each project, or separable element of a
project, that is deauthorized by subsection
(f).

(3) SEQUENCING OF PROJECTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall iden-
tify projects and separable elements for in-
clusion on the proposed list of projects for
deauthorization under paragraph (2) accord-
ing to the order in which the projects and
separable elements were authorized, begin-
ning with the earliest authorized projects
and separable elements and ending with the
latest project or separable element necessary
to meet the aggregate amount under para-
graph (2)(A).

(B) FACTORS TO CONSIDER.—The Secretary
may identify projects and separable ele-
ments in an order other than that estab-
lished by subparagraph (A) if the Secretary
determines, on a case-by-case basis, that a
project or separable element is critical for
interests of the United States, based on the
possible impact of the project or separable
element on public health and safety, the na-
tional economy, or the environment.

(4) PUBLIC COMMENT AND CONSULTATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall so-
licit comments from the public and the Gov-
ernors of each applicable State on the pro-
posed deauthorization list prepared under
paragraph (2)(A).

(B) COMMENT PERIOD.—The public comment
period shall be 90 days.

(5) PREPARATION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION
LIST.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
pare a final deauthorization list by—

(i) considering any comments received
under paragraph (4); and

(ii) revising the proposed deauthorization
list prepared under paragraph (2)(A) as the
Secretary determines necessary to respond
to such comments.

(B) APPENDIX.—The Secretary shall include
as part of the final deauthorization list an
appendix that—

(i) identifies each project or separable ele-
ment on the proposed deauthorization list
that is not included on the final deauthoriza-
tion list; and

(ii) describes the reasons why the project
or separable element is not included on the
final deauthorization list.

(c) SUBMISSION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION
LIST TO CONGRESS FOR CONGRESSIONAL RE-
VIEW; PUBLICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the close of the comment
period under subsection (b)(4), the Secretary
shall—

(A) submit the final deauthorization list
and appendix prepared under subsection
(b)(5) to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate; and

(B) publish the final deauthorization list
and appendix in the Federal Register.

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary shall not
include in the final deauthorization list sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) any project or
separable element with respect to which
Federal funds for planning, design, or con-
struction are obligated after the develop-
ment of the preliminary list under sub-
section (b)(1)(A) but prior to the submission
of the final deauthorization list under para-
graph (1)(A) of this subsection.

(d) DEAUTHORIZATION; CONGRESSIONAL RE-
VIEW.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—After the expiration of the
2-year period beginning on the date of publi-
cation of the final deauthorization list and
appendix under subsection (¢)(1)(B), a project
or separable element of a project identified
in the final deauthorization list is hereby de-
authorized, unless Congress passes a joint
resolution disapproving the final deauthor-
ization list prior to the end of such period.

(2) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—A project or separable
element of a project identified in the final
deauthorization 1list under subsection (c)
shall not be deauthorized under this sub-
section if, before the expiration of the 2-year
period referred to in paragraph (1), the non-
Federal interest for the project or separable
element of the project provides sufficient
funds to complete the project or separable
element of the project.

(B) TREATMENT OF PROJECTS.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (A), each project and
separable element of a project identified in
the final deauthorization list shall be treated
as deauthorized for purposes of the aggregate
deauthorization amount specified in sub-
section (b)(2)(A).

(3) PROJECTS IDENTIFIED IN APPENDIX.—A
project or separable element of a project
identified in the appendix to the final de-
authorization list shall remain subject to fu-
ture deauthorization by Congress.

(e) SPECIAL RULES.—

()] POST-AUTHORIZATION STUDIES.—A
project or separable element of a project
may not be identified on the proposed de-
authorization 1list developed under sub-
section (b), or the final deauthorization list
developed under subsection (c), if the project
or separable element received funding for a
post-authorization study during the current
fiscal year or any of the 10 preceding fiscal
years.

(2) TREATMENT OF PROJECT MODIFICA-
TIONS.—For purposes of this section, if an au-
thorized water resources development
project or separable element of the project
has been modified by an Act of Congress, the
date of the authorization of the project or
separable element shall be deemed to be the
date of the most recent such modification.

(f) DEAUTHORIZATION OF  ANTIQUATED
PROJECTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any water resources de-
velopment project, or separable element of a
project, authorized for construction prior to
November 17, 1986, for which construction
has not been initiated prior to the date of en-
actment of this Act, or for which funds have
not been obligated for construction in the 10-
year period prior to the date of enactment of
this Act, is hereby deauthorized.

(2) IDENTIFICATION.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall issue to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that identifies—

(A) the name of each project, or separable
element of a project, deauthorized by para-
graph (1); and

(B) the estimated current value of each
such project or separable element of a
project.

(g) ECONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
OF INACTIVE WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS.—The Secretary or the non-Fed-
eral interest may not carry out any author-
ized water resources development project, or
separable element of such project, for which
construction has not been initiated in the 20-
year period following the date of the author-
ization of such project or separable element,
until—

(1) the Secretary provides to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
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Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate a post-authorization
change report that updates the economic and
environmental analysis of the project or sep-
arable element; and

(2) the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate take appro-
priate action to address any modifications to
the economic and environmental analysis for
the project or separable element of the
project contained in the post-authorization
change report.

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) POST-AUTHORIZATION CHANGE REPORT.—
The term ‘‘post-authorization change re-
port” has the meaning given such term in
section 1132(d) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2282e).

(2) POST-AUTHORIZATION STUDY.—The term
“post-authorization study’ means—

(A) a feasibility report developed under
section 905 of the Water Resources Dev